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# S^f??RT 

Blr AXlfHORHY 

18 , ie 92 / 3 ^n?!-g 27 , 191 i 

NEW DEUlI, S.^TUI>BAY, JULY 18, 1992/ASABHA 27, 1914 


;f¥ t?fn w«t «i I f« DTj 5 ^w«i h- 




t'j.*- J*'- I’fcg.r,’ . jj >!’! to tliJA ■’SiJ'. iH oidfi- P'uf ; ix'aj bs; fi’eJ as » 

separate c(>]upilatioii 

.TT ,tij 

'HRl ’! - "I ction 3—hjb-Sectton (ii) 


(THT sncr tsTT:^> in ntr^fg^ 

Statatory Orders aid iNoJifieat }i, Is/aA tie VliKistriei of the Goyeraneit of lodu (other thaa 

Mjaistry of IDefeaco) 


'? rtr ijr-- -.”*4 
fj f '1 T.'l'l 


Rii ‘ 4 of ttK said Rubs bv S^iri N.iiendci Singh Yadav, 
/Vdvoutte tor atpo'ii ''ent as a Noiai> to puict.'c m Bikaner 
(R'>jj-«lhaji) 


r- ~ I - n "i 1 2 t.in obje.n n o ‘ f an oinirnent oi tne said person 

Is 1 Ni'ta n a> I'e siibmitf''d in wiitmi to the nnders gned 
’■ ^ w(>’n lO’jneer Jiys of i e pMO’ ;ation of tl is Notice 


^i I T. ’ )■’ 

4T Ho it5J Ilf" I" 1‘) ( Itt*’" 6 " N^s-or 

b- "rriT srrP^r" srn i’- ’’n ' !t -^r - frit 

irrrs Tirfilri h jfr t +■■ pi mr > r aj" 
!J^ ?rf ^4 fff Jf ^ '<N ^ ^ ^ r r f s TH) 

^ ^ rip if s ^ tT N '*4 '^ri 'Pi jm< T 

Hr^'~ VT ^ ^ 'a I ' ■ ’ if'~ ® ^ H 

1^5 spT “ fJ I 

"n -( 4( ‘t > 
r" 1 -, 5 n TW 

VlINjSrXy OF L\\\ and J’rsilCf 

iDepartmem of legal 'flaiS) 

J idicial Sect on t 
NOnCF 

Nei' De hi the 2‘)tb M t 19‘12 

<5 0 18‘^8—^^lotiee 1 held given oi the Competent 
,i^>jtho- n jn I 1 ! ' anco of RiiV 6 of the Notanes Act 1956, 
that appl u’ti ~i has been mads to the sfd Aitifhori v, under 


[No F 5(146N92Judn 
P C KAS^N Comnetent Authoiify 

Tf%-sfr 1 3Tfr 199^ 

TTon o 1 S9- ‘‘jijTf igif., ^ fp-TT 6 % 

Jr p-xTP srrfmfr gnt n? ^ Trft | 41 4ro3to ip^, 

F "s'? I prfsrrifl- 44 ~;f7 ajfP 4 % WtfpT tr!]; 

'5^ 3Tr 4 fpi- fer f fr qOFVf ftf fvi^ 

trlfr ('3+?'HT3''l 4-^ (F?CTGf) I si|=rftT*f T'^Jf 4 feftr 

t 'Pi ^ ''rq'f^T T fdtrfr Tf> tr-nfi; tt wsfq ^ ’jt-p % 

tfirriniT ^ ''h pi'f, ‘r %7 pq JJ TtP fpStr 1 

jpo 5 i 149 )/ 92 -rnrrPg^l 
qNpYo qrinirq <T^F trtrsTO'fr 

NOTICE 

New Delhi the 1st June 1992 

S O 1859 —Notice is hereby gwen by the Competeat 
Aithordv n ni.iiianvC of Pile 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956, 


17:6 Gl/9^—1 


(3047) 
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that application has been made to the said AutJioiity, under 
Rule 4 o£ the said Rules, by Shri B. K. Savant, Advocate for 
appointment as a Notary to practise at Varsova New Link 
Road, Andheri (West), Bombay (Maharashtra). 

2. Any objectiun to the appointment of the said person 
aa a Notary may be submitted in vsriting to the undersigned 
within foi' teen days of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. F. 3(149)/92-Jiidl.) 
P. C. KANAN, Competout Authority. 

^•Tt 

iff 1 tirrr, 1 9 a 2 

1860:—ifiJ^r^T fifiTh', 1S36 felR 6 ^ 

ir STtririFrif) rrri tV isttiff | «ft fmr. 

rnilTFT r itvj^ if iJfiT ttirePriff giflT %f^iT 4 ^ 

wtfiA (pjniT Ktr ifra % fi^ir fttru |[ It :?lr i) 

•ir^rn4 rtif % f^ri; rffrf) % if Tf knV «f) swr 

TT TiT ^ItT ^1 tpFrVW % k'd % fiTflm Tq 

tf t?^ Tm ufftf I 

[»fo 5( 150) 92-KTlfir5t] 
(ftojfro ^TTOtrr, ffjfpr jrtfkrrft 

N0TK31 

New Delhi, the 1st June, 1992 

S.O, 1860.—Notice i® hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1936, 
that application has been made to the said Aythority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, bv Shrl Devendra Kumar G. 
Rangras, Advocate for appointment as a Notary to practise in 
the State of Mahaiashlra. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. F. 5fl50)/92-Judl.] 
P. C, KANAN, Competent Authority 

4f ftrf?fr, 1 igq', 199 2 

UroSlTo I 86 I:—rftffftur RwR, 1956 frpTR' 0 ^1 W^plTW 
Jf wffR trrrtpirrfl mr ^ kr sf) fir 

ij'Trr, <fd tint n % 4 % strfk 

mit wkipT Ttf TRT T ftitr klTT Pft 547^1, R<r?n STrtT^ 

(tPVr«TriT) *f "44014 % ftrtf 4 |tA ipr if 

pptff sf> 44lR 14 ^ RTTUR % sfrTff % 

sfbTr f5T%,4 YR 4 ift 414 | 

[4” 5 ( 14S) 92-F4dw] 

(frcpjfto >F«ir4, tTOTRTfiwfr 
NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 1st June, 1992 

SO 1861.—Notice is hereby given bv the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956, 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Brlj Mohan Gupta, Advo¬ 
cate for appointment as a Notary to pritetise in Bayana, Dis¬ 
trict Bharatpur, Rajasthan. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
a? a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. F. 5(148)/92-Judl.] 
P. C. KANAN, Competent Authority 
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44 k-fr, 1 up, 199 2 

VtoWI 1802—■f444, 1 9 56 ^ 6 Wp- 

44 T ff ipjrrr jnfuTifJ itr 41 anTr ^ tV sfr 1(40 

TTlt^tl, 1 WT V :344 kuR % f444 4 % 

Pifl4 1(51 W1444 44 414 ^1 f44T i tV 74 4l'4r"T 44- 

f7tari>f4 (f44T TI44--.), 5t4f447 # ®T44T4 ^ ^ 

¥4 4 [4 >{744 T', k4r »fr g'DT 74 ([44 1 % 4T744 

% f74 ft sfiT- fTfarn 1=4 4 ttr Trirr 1 

[40 5 ( 147 ) 92-i5JTf45r] 
tfrojffo 47ror4 4®r4 irrftrTTfl 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 1st June, 1992 

S.O, 1862.—^Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956, 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Venkaraddy, Advocate 
Koppal, Sub-Division. Raichur District (Karnataka). 

2. Any objection to ihe appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submiited in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

{No. F. 5(147)/92.Judl.] 
P, C. ICANAN. Competent Authority 

([44T 

4t I^ft, 2 44, 1992 

ifToiflio j«6.t—f444, 1950 ^ k44 6 % <r^in<n 

4 4W4 sTlim* sT^r 4if ([44T (ft ufrrfr I f«rr 5ff wifik S4n, 

<(T«r)%7 % 744 snfavrft vt T44 f4<T4 ^1 f444 4 ^ wtft4 
«f^ 54 WPT % km, fwt t k 7?f ^44I4P ( 70 R 0 ) R 

* 444 T 4 irr-T % Wm ’flrA’ % r4 if 141^^4 44 k'f)' 4f 454^ 
44 muk 54 ([44T ^ 44444 k4 T 4>R WVa 44 

^ ilr?- 4PT 4i'r 1 

[40 5( 151) 92-f!rif4T ] 
TVorfjt) 41*44, 4W4Rl11f41|'f) 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 2nd June, 1992 

S.O, 1863.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent- 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956, 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Arvind Kumar, Advocate 
for appointment as a Notary to practise in Bulandshahar 
(U.P.), 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notaiy may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of thi^ Notice. 

[No. F. 5(I51)/92-JuJI,] 
P. C. K.ANAN, Competent Authority 

b44[ 

4if5?lfr, 2y4, 1992 

44. 41, 1804:—bkfrtr ftpHT, 1950 ^1^44 

tupRiT if 4»r4 srTftmrfyTnT 4? ([441 ifr wpfy | k sr) 

nrr. tff. wriff, ^ 444 Rnm ^ 
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[WIIT 3 (ii)] 18, 1 

fTOJT 4 % Wl % P=rq ft’Tt ^ ft! ■S’t 

^T«i f3ir ir fT!^ WtfT'r % ^ *r 

•ix ftifll iTPix irr (Tf^ f?r ^ smunr % =*("(5? 

% «frnx ftrfti'i VTT ^rJr^ Tra iSifr a«rfii i 

[»i 5 ()S 2 )/ 

'rr jft. mr^pFr^i 

NO'llCE 

New Delhi, the 2nd June, 1992 

S.O. 1864.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuiince of Rule 6 of the Notuiics Act, 1956, 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri R, P, Tyagi. Advocate for 
appointment as a Notary to practise in Union Territory of 
Delhi. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. F. 5(152)/92-Judl.] 

P. C, KANAN, Competent Authority. 

ftRfy, 5 1 99 2 

TJF. nr. 1895 1966 % ftiTR 6 % 

Rymt ir *r«rT mftn.fTl IRT IT? g;^!Tt ^'r wpfr | ft: irff 
ft:T3? 4mn: wfit mTiire ?r w trrrRrr^ yytt Rmn- % 
fttw 4 itr wEfm n % ftrtf ftnt ^ ft: ik 

ftfRr R mRPT veil ftrq ?frz^ ^7 tPT R ft^ftR 

RT fttRt Rt RRrrr Tr Rt^ »r g;RRr tr^niR % Rkif 

ftR fiTftn *R JrJrt RfR RtR 1 

[R. S (1 54) / 92—iRtrPW!] 

iff Rf RvnrR, R6rR RTftrrrft 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 5th June, 1992 

S.O. 1865.~Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Nctaries Act. 1956, 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Vinod Kumar Sharraa, 
Advocate for appointment as a Notary to practise in Delhi. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. F. 5(154)/92-Judl.] 

P. C. KANAN, Competent Authority. 

Rf fWr, lO'^. 1992 

■RT, Rt. 1866 ;— fRRR, 19J6 % ftWR 6 * 

mjRTR t RWR Jtrftmfl im rw ^rri fr ’smfl t ft: sfr 
RTfilR RRTR RFRT RRWWn ^ 'JfR RtRlRTfl rV RRR RtRR^ 
ftRR 4 RtftR RR wr^RR TR ITR Irr ftip | ft: :5*t 
iwfft RRT (ttRWPT ) if SRRRPT Rrif ft[R rflrff RR ^ 

RT ftxfr sft RRTP: RR Rt^R TR ^RRF ^ RRfRR * 
VtRg ftr ^sfRiT ftrfiffR wR tfiR rfr i 

[R. ' a ( 1561/ 92--KIiriN!] 

if) »fr T’RR, R«TR RTPjRrT) 


92/RlRrj 27, 1614 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, tho 10th June, 1992 

S.O, 1866.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authoiity in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Nolaiies Act, 1956, 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri .\rtind Prakash Mathii, 
Advocate for appointed as a Notary to practise in Valihali 
Nagar. Rajasthan. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notaiy may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. F. 5(156)/92-JuJl.l 
P. C. KANAN, Competent Authority. 

"jRRr 

10!^R, 19 92 

RT RT. 1867 --RfXTbS ftW, 19.56 ^ ftRR 6% 

RjpriiT R RtPURtTf IRT JJRRl RlWruV & ft! RT R) . 

RTT RRRPT ^ 149 RtfimTl Rt I3RR PtRR %ftRR 

4 R R^lR tfR tR RU % TrU ftRf ^ ft! 

WjmirRR RjRRJTtR 47r'R ^ ftlll RftJiftRRT fRRi 

sft RRTT Rl RI^ IR R RRWR ^ Rftg ftx ^RtdT 

WlBl ®R fl RT RIR 5?lTi I 

[R. ,5 ( 158)/e2—-'Rlfc'Rl 
>1). Rf. RiRR, R5TR RTrtrRTft 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 10th June, 1992 

S.O. 1867.—Notice is hereby given by tHe Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956, 
that anplication has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri P. R. Agrawal, Advocate 
for appointment as a Notary to practise in Gujarat/Ahmoda- 
had. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
us a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notiea, 

[No. F. 5(158)/92-Judl.] 
P. C, KANAN. Competent Authority. 

IJRRT 

if ftwf, IblJR, 1992 

RT. Rt. 18 68 :—RffTftf fRRR, 19 58 R flRR 6^' 

mjRlST it tJWR RTfiTRUf ffTST tJR.ir iff Rafr ^ ft! Wf 

S47!r crrffll! ^ 345 RifttRrff R'( 34R fRRR % ftRR 

4 % R^R UR RlflR IR RIT f! ftfrr ftRl ^ Ir 
RURTirt { 3R , iJTgfR TIPfOT RRIR if ®RRRIR R7R 

% fRtr Rf^T f!"R RfRijfiR RT PpRI Rl RinT T1 R)tSR 

^ 5PPTRR % Rft? ftR f! Rm fRSn RR 
•fifi; RTR '4rt Rft(i 

[R. 5 ( 155)/92—fRrfRR] 
jfr. RORR, RStR RtftrRtff 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 10th June, 1992 

S.O. 1868.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956p 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shii Chandcr Shekhar, Advocate 
tor appointment as a Notaiy to practise in Jalalabad, Sub- 
Tehsil Guruharssi, Ferozpur (Punjab). 
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2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen daj's of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. in 5(l.'>5)/92-J.idl.] 
P. C. KANAN, Competent Authority. 

nf iO 1J9 2 

^T. ??r. 1869 Ftfir, 1956 % UtR- 6% 

rf traPT ttrfsRiTfi- g-cv h? fgrff gfThtfi | f% 

t^. |jrf ^ Tifeiiii'CV '4; MW Lrw 

4% irsfi ?rrtT5i sfih % f^(r fftf | fdi T?r Ttlrfr 

^ qrw 3m; ^ % mrr 

ffimf w h m f^ifr r^iv tt irr#? w t 

% fer mfeft w cnir 

WTtT I 

[ft. 5 ( 152)/92-- 
Ti. r-fI. fim, iF,‘«r<r tnfar^ifi 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the lOth June, 1992 

S.O 1869—Notice is hereby given l?y the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 19.‘‘6, 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri M. J. Hegde, Advocate 
for appointment as a Notary to practise in Andheri, Vile 
Parle & Jogeshavari (Maharashtra). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. F. 5(157)/92-Judl.l 
P. C. KANAN, Competent Authority. 


fig-nr 

tff fsiwft, 11 tw, 1 992 

3JT. 1370 :—h-JjTTsr fiM'tr in.i-^ tn ir,i,T g v 

wmitr *r sr.ftMMi rrr f. =r.ffi ^ ,% rrsf) 

h Sifu^rtTi Ti Rn-rr -f f;iy,T{ t 

% sTETn nqr stMoH 5';, % f'lr 7 "jw ?jr^?rT 

It ( ffttEWT ) II % ftpr -Ticri Phr^fifer 

m tlr Jrm: ^ wrs^ w fwr % sr^mni % j^q- 

I iflm fEPwE ^ TEr 5«w i 

[tf 5(l62)/92 -MTfifi??] 

ifv. jft ^twrti, trsFT 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the lltli June, 1992 

S.O. 1870.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in purst'ance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956, 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Ms. Madhu Bala, Advocate for 
appointment as a Notary to practise in Ambala Cant. 
(Haryana). 

2, Any objection to the appointment of the .said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the pubheation of this Notice. 

[No. F. 5(162)/92-Judl.1 
P. C. KANAN, Competent Authority. 


,lf fgf4), i 1 w, 1 9 J2 

spr 31" r./i -■g|i‘Trjr miit. i 956 % Mw « % 
wfftT h trsET srTaipr^ gre I'g ifwr t", miF f. Ff. «fr 
nit. 'Eiig 'TldW H it 1 gTrSTglHI f,,' fnW % 

KW 4% 3:1 g It mg W iT-f % fciiT fo'l ^ F-P ~<SM 

2 4 irw,, ( TfsTh a 5Trr) (T. WFtr) q sitWR TTT?r % 

I’.eT) %ET qiATiTI T'- Irrfi sfl Tm TT STSTT 5T gnM 
if, T^TETri' % iW T vfr-iT •5r%=r w 'w ^ 

5-frr I 

[T 5.1 iGj)/ 32—?JffM5Fi'] 

ni qt. grunM, TR-W Sfcrwro 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the lllh June, 1992 

S.O, 1871.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Author.ty in pursuance of Pule 6 of the No-aries Act, 1956. 
that applicati* n has been made to the said Authority, under 
R.'lc 4 of the Slid Rules, by Shri Gour Chandra Ghosa), 
Advocate for appointment as a Notary to piactise in 24- 
Paiganas South & N< ith (West Bengal). 

2. Any object'on to tbs appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be srbf'iitfcd in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. F. 5(163)/92-Judl.] 
P. C. KAN \N, Competent Authority. 

((rflT 

gf fgvsf’', 1 1 1992 

^i. 3Tr, 1<S'72 —M.sfirst fhW, 19 56 % t?rW 6 %' 

3 Ti=rtrt.'T h trw srfsnTrfr gm tfi ?r suff) | sft 

W.Tr liHr XM STfST^Tl spV PtW % 

fgrjh 4% STJl-fl tr^T 3TMW ^fT % fed | F4f tjJr 
grx3fnf?F (|g?T?!g--3ira’jr^!?r) Jr sirgErir 
% ^ if T< fei^ if) arm 4tr ^rrs^q' w % stwitt 

4 : fer % tf'.fn' ferot? W h’ TM 'TUT iSfirr I 

[rf. 5 (l6l)/92—wrrfw] 
q'i f'. 'f-riTfr, ti«riT £rrFdTTift 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 11th June, 1992 

S.O. 1872.—Notice is hereby given, by the Competent 
Authoiily in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956, 
tha, annlication has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri M. V. Rama Rao, Advo¬ 
cate for apnointment as a Notary to practise in Dw'arkapuram, 
Hydeiabad (Andhra Pradesh). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
a'l a Notar' majr bp submitted in writing to the undersigned 
withm fourteen da/s of the publication of this Notice. 

■ [No. E. 5(161)/92-Judl.] 
P. C. KANAN, Competent Authority. 

. 

g# ferf), 1 1 W, 19 92* 

4T| 3?T 1973 ■—feW, 195 6 % ferh 6% 

^rwxor if Esw trrilmfr gni qg 15^^- g) srrg) I 'fe «f) 
it HTfr STrfilErT'- qf) grig WW #r f/M!? 4 % 
big; 3rrttM % fw fgitT fe - 3 % 
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[tTTTn-iilf 3 (ii)] 

JTTt-.TTF.qJE'. (T.Sf. 

) utrqrrfT 

q"< fT#Tfr srqtrr 

44 eTpirf 

if- v:p:n: fsTraa Kf 

If fff Til" 


TTgfqij ; jf Silf 18 , i 2 7 , l 9 l 4 


^ {V-irr ir 

ji,3Vi ^ 5riirt;n7 % fer 


New Delhi, the 24iii June, 19S*2 



fr^n 1 

>T, .S ( 159 )/ 92 - ■'-■l] 

'fi', * 5 i, iir-s'iTh', ?r^Tff JTin .1'', 


S,0. 1875,—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pnrsiMnce of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956, 
that ai'niication has been raaefe to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rule.s, by Shii Lazarus Francis Viegas, 
Aiivocate for appointment as a Notary to practise in Goa. 


NOTICE 

New Delhi, die i lih June, 1992 

S O. 1873.—Notice is hereby given by the CJompelerit 
Authoriiv io pursuance of Rule 6 of tile Notaries Act, )956. 
that .application ha.s been made to the said Authority, tinder 
Rule 4 cif the said Rules, by Sbri Katar Singh, Advocate 
for anpointmient as: a Notary to niaciite io Kairana, District 
Muzafl'ar Nagar (U.P.). 

2. Anv objection to the tippoinimenl of the sajd person 
as !i Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteim' days: of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. F, 5(159)/92Tud!.] 
P. C. KAN AN, Competent Authority 

T^'-rr 

Tf ftiJ’rfr, I i 19;>2 , 

w. Ktr. 14 74 ofhrN® ferr, tsst; % om (; % 
ir 4?8 ,tr srrfsEPiff srrr fa-trr si wrrii |i D; it 

t^<T 5i, ^TJ-riri' nTa^trfr m tpfp 

fftJfW % ffWIT 4 ip iq-ffpf RIF,- RR qtrf ift p?4r 

I 'aft fsi-sTF 311 (rrqrTfoj ) if n’airrtr Rprir % fye nrifr 

% ^ RtntfiRt irq Pprir tfr -^tf -trErR srp ^5-qr % 

s-ftitfTFr %ferr %ificrt; rriifs'Ti'T -441 -wtR 1 

[-4 :> I { 1 60 , /9'2"r-q;frpji(j 

d':, 4i, ns'Rt-, r?4TTraTitjTtTf 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 11 th June. 1992 

S.O. 1S74.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act. 1956. 
that application hius been sracie to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri i/ijay Kumar D. Borana, 
Advocate for appointm<:nf as a Notary to practi.se in Pune 
Dfitrict (Maharashtra). 

2. Any objection to the appsslntinent o? the said person 
as a Notarj' may be submitted m writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice 

(No. F, 5(160.)/92-.ludl.) 

P, C. KAN.AN, Competent Aut.hority 

tfnhT - 

Tf f?e5Tr, '’4 Tfif, 199 2 

m. 18 7,5 frfZi'T, 1956‘ % firTF 3 Sf 

SFJmoT if JfSTR tTTfhmfr grtF Iff 5f srnff g irfr 

5fr4f.Rfr Istit trqft^j: it, mF34tiff m fqqir 

%fT!TiT 4% 5F#rT UT' W rFFT % ftpr Rrqf % fr gfr 

b'rqr ^ Jtra-FTPT ^'y^! % fvT.T rfi'ffr frPTirqst qr fqrrff 

rrqtry fpf stfot rtr % qipfTH % fq.q f^rfFra 

^7T IRI 'qST SITE I 

[?t. 5 ( I (f.!)/(ig.-. ;rrfW] 

'fr . rif. sriTCEr, ifFTR tfrf^fn 


2. .Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary ma\ b-e submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

(No. F. 5(164)/92-Judl.1 
P. C. K.ANAN, Competent Authority 


■ ■ .r-f fs-srii. :>,t o?.?T 19 9.) 

qir, sfr, 1875 i-wficTrTT Ftte. ;9S:; % Ffaq 6 '%■ 

■ThWFIT if fTsTh tTtRTTfft stTyT ’f? FFi'Tr Tf rii-rtfT g fqi «fj- 

$51 su'crArFf irf4l%.i 4:241 nrraRtirf -ftT ftD: fTTT % 

iqiTFr 4 K Ftifn np tTFo % mq f? J' | Dt tiiT. 

Tiriqr, Df.?rr (irfTqprr) iFtnfqtrrT ntTh % Oqq % 

jjq qfFt-qfjrd TifiFTtf: *r'i rrqrrc Tr 'qisf-T qn >JT-Ff % RFurtriT 
K r?T % ’irmT f¥s-- F?4 4 iff iTrr -iTWi' arrh i 

[4.' 5/'( 1 S‘5 )/ 92-.Fqifqq!] 

q.E iff. 5.-WT4, fi-STR FrTrEfTtTi- 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 24ih June, 1992 

S.O, 1876.—Notice is hereby given by the Gpm£Stent 
.Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956i 
that application hr.s been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 ’of the said Rules, by Shri Prem Chand Aggarwal, 
.Advocate for appointment as a Notary to practise in Pahova, 
District Kurulshetra (Haryana), 

2, .Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. F. 5{165),-'92-Judl,] 
P. C, KAN AN, Competent Authority 

gSFr f 

Ff-r ferri'. 2'6 49 92 

Tt. STt. ! .8 ■; 7 v.qsff.TaiT^ 19 5 6 % ffrqrr 6 % 

^NrTF'ir’ if5-l?iTiT -tirTArtr: ^vtj qq Eiy'vri f; -^r'i 'f Tt sff 
rrfsrrta- j|tT-T''4Wf ff ■:,”5 JTrl^ipRr -i-q’. torr ip 

pripT 4 41 srsfi'i- nqr rrrqgFT T' ^fn; f?i(-t | ft,' ■o'FT a-y'jT, 

qqjrrarfi; cqqrrrtt q;y;i ip Dfy 'iTfaqDri at fi-iFfr 

TF'r rpEFT Tf wrapT tr-T.-rr % pspinTf % % ttAfit 

UT%5 Fsq fr Iff: Tfrr iftip i 

[ft. 5 /( 166 ) 92 -■■■ FgrPTE] 

fr. ri'r. 511114, TTJW HTFETTtfr 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 26th June. 1992 

S.O. 1877.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Ffuls 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956. 
th.at application has been made to tiie said Authority, under 
.Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Sit. Satyawan Khemchandani. 
.Advocate for appointment as a Notary to practise in Jaipur 
(Rajasthan). 
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2. Any objection to the appointment o£ the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. F, 5(166j/92-Judl.l 
P. C. KANAN, Competent Authority 


199 2 

itr. ttnj 1S78 .--TOTiir Mjt, i9.s(t % frufir «% 
it nsm rttrtrtfiffr irri its tft arttfr Or "ir 

trrrm 5r*T tbitR % 3P1 strrtrTrfr Tit ■svr Ftnti t 

Friftt 4 itt W1TPT rra; fT T f>Tf PtTT ^ FT 

irtrtFt Fst^t (nry^ tuth ) b ap Ftti nt^r 

^ anr itfstafTi TrfTm lift sppr Tr wra-t fr t ipn- 
vm T -"flTK fiT ipslMT Ww?! am snn i 

[T S (Ul)/92-i9frfbT] 
rft ift WR, 'TtTTmfffTr* 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 26th June, 1992 

5.0. 1878.—Notice is hereby givsn by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956. 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Narayan Das Konar. Advo¬ 
cate for appointment as a Notary to phactise in Burdwan 
District (West Bengal), 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

INo. F. 5(141)/92-Judl,I 
P. C. KANAN, Competent Autfiority 


T^fVwf), 29 1992 

TT, m 1R79 fiTJR, 1956 9 T tPJ- 

<tTDT ii wn srfsTrPr ito ui wpfr ft hr «tt wn- 

VNf ^rr nn tprrlto b TTi ntr&Trfl t?i ^ fTrr %fb!W 
4 % wuR rrr cnbtR fn t ftrn Prut ^ ft; 13 b rpruniT 
T-TT (-3 rr.) ^ Rfe'tnT Trb t Frtr Tfrfr % tt ir ftuPpr 
HT fttbr m JTTrr Tf wpi^u ^TT ^T^Tt % trTrrT?t % rrVrj ft^r 
St rfrat frrftn WIT h irt ;tr erro 1 

[wo ,S ( 1 24) 92-wrTftT] 

fr rft TwiR, WjTT rrrf8 Tiff 
NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 29th June, 1992 

.S.O. 1879.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, I956« 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the -aid Rules, by Shri Ambrish Kumar Garg. 
Advocate for appointment as a Notary to practise in Mujaffar 
Nagar. U.P. 

2. Any objection to the apoointnient of the said perwn 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing 10 the undersigned 
wiihin fouiiecn days of the publication of this Nolice. 

(No, F. 5C124)/92-]udl.l 
P. C. KANAN, Competent Authority 


18 , 1992/ASADHA 27 , 1914 [Part lI~SiEC. 3 (ii)] 


. TtOtJWr, 29 1992 

Ti. wr. 1860 ■—AtePr* Bpft, loso b: fbun e ^ 
W'jrrr^r b JTsnr nrfb-TrA jRt srg ifr wnf) J) ft; ■br 

TfgRJTl TlTWr *T1W) nTnlllR PTftrTRt Tit W fto'U 

T Fww 4 T srtfR mp WriTT TtH T ftut (V 

“W trrffT «PT, j^TryfiT (wry nbw) b iitTUiT TTb % fttn 
URTt %t .4 irbR^ftl TT ftpifr rfr WTR Tt WpSt yw tJSRl T 
mPUTT T Vftj ftjy TWftT fwflatT TW b Ur nPT bwj 

arm I 

[W 5( 167)/92—Rtftr] 

tfi b( TTOid rfroT aiftTTfr 
NOTICE 

New Delhi, ihe 29th June, 1992 

S.O, IBBO.^Noiice \s hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956. 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Kakarla Kakula Swamy, 
Advocate for iippoinimcnt ,is a Notary to practise in Basheer 
Bagh. Hyderabad (A.P,). 

2. Any objection lo ibe appointment of the said person 
us a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersighed 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. F. 5(167)/92-Judl,) 
P. C, KANAN, Competent Authority 

Ti 29 71,^, 19 92 

Tf wr. lasi :—TtJTrif Fftm, 1959 t fhTW 6^ 
b wiTW stTrmPrfr HTn tf* gTTt hf arrfb | Pf «fy 
flfuTbi i^iT wfift b -jvr wrfbTifTr t't -wi fbifw in b 

fWTiT 4 % ttw>T wrSrTT t;w tpt Ptit ftwr | ft; 3 ;? 
WETTuitr,ftrwT 1 ^fifin', (b. tritrir) b*TTtrw T^b i; ftni 
Tteff iprjw bbtufipl TT ftrbt b) UTR Tf Wpjft TO gwbT 
T srrraR ^ sfbft ftw i iiffty fwftra ww b ttw b^rr 

arnr 1 

(b ,5( 145)/92 —WTrfTT] 
-rr bt Tfutw, ww tttfHTtfr 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 29th June, 1992 

S.O. 1881.—Notice is heieby given b\ ihe Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 01 ilie Notaries Act, 1956, 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Aswinl Kumar Saha, Advo¬ 
cate for appointment as a Notary to practise in Matha- 
Bhongha District Cooch Behar (West Bengal). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
withm fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

(No. F, 5(145)/92.)udl,] 
P. C. KANAN, Competent Authority 

3u7p, 199': 

Tr tn 188 .' —bifffTt fwTW lysubflm i>t 

WT^WTVT b Wiirtt SrfbTRt IRT Tv, iJ4fTI ei Tfijft I ft! Hr 

Tfb w T tNit tFrbftT b ‘jtt sTfEjTRl Tl ^ Pm b Pm 
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^TTta"PI18, 27 , isii-i 


[*njrll—grff 3 (ii)] 

I Hr Trrf\^ irr*!;! tjt irm ii fjirr ^ Ps i?! nrf. 

!T ) «TTOR 'TPjtT T’Tq *Tf?TT Hr^rrT IT rpafiH TT Ppift 

WIT H^r wrwi T VHi? 

>R *r <T^ TR ^r ■priT 1 

[t =:( IGS) 

rft pt »TW»T mCmm 

NOTIC1- 

New Delhi, ihe 30ih June, 1992 

S.O, 1882.—Notice is heieby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1936, 
that application has been mafle to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Ravi Bhan K^nchan, Advo¬ 
cate for appointment ,ts a Notary to practise in Jhansl 

(U.P.). 

2. Anv objection to tlie appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted m iviiiinj} to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the pubiication of this Notice. 

[No. F. 5(168)/92-Ju(H.] 
P C. KANAN. Competent Authority. 

'111 7^, 199 2 

wr i,‘ta, 9 —httr^rsf rrtttJr, i 95 tf % « % 

suftfwittJ sm tr? gsT^tr «tt «pfj Jf ftt «ft 
^rrlrfir? tTfj^trr ^ w trrfiWTO ffiw Pwif 

4 % wrfbT iTfi tfratfit ?«f TR ^ ftra ft«it I 

ftt '4% trfTtri *1 «tf?rR HiT^t ^ ftn^ tfftfr % 

ifKT if PrgflR HT Pp4lr »ft tT,Tn: tpr nnSt w ^j^r-tr % stur 

ftff ^fSr>1T fsfftRJR TR <^^11 SIR I 

[R 5 (l 69 )/ 92 -’iirf 5 i(H;[ 
ft. ^1. tRsr^T, BWtt 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 30th June, 1992 

SO. 1883.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act. 1956, 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Arobinda GanguUy, Advo¬ 
cate for appointment as a Notary to practise in Garia (West 
Bengal). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice, 

[No. F. 5(169)/92-Judl ] 
P. C. KANAN, Competent Authority. 


TTfitT 'TW fWRtr fRT ^HR imm 
(Ttftiv afiirwvr ftmrtr) 

trt fr=sfV, B 109 2 

TT. 311.1894—^PlfhT Jn'FTT feRTl ftTlihT RTTHT 

StftrPWR, 1946 (l946 TT 2s) iD UTTl x ^ 'HT-HKl (j) 
% RiR 'ifttT RPT-e SKT utm tuftiwf <Pi infw Hn?r ft^, 
igTTT irtw T.9IT (rfitqw ¥. 4003 ffl/lII-^W-II- 

898 fWv 3-7-1993 ffT^T JTFT Bipifil 


jTnsr^ff! fr’fr PfiSti ijftiR *»nTTr ^ rrv'>Ti ra Rt wV 
wfdTifViri T. firwiA fBRfsrftjra ^ppru) ^ w^<r>r ^ 

HRR !r^»r viatr ip Hr-rfr ft I 

jHi| JTH 'HTfi' RTrWRR SPT 7-H-1 9 92 Tf 

WRirsiiT frttsi'T (ifttAfiTiiP)) rr^Rjpipr 

199 2 ftt atB-isT rjir HftnR'T T ’fi'ftPi T^rr 
if -irr fffsjipT, TTi, 'HtT *THr RttR, iHT spntr, 
XTflfr’HR, 'TIT sir %. tUT iti» ITirw fHir«T, HftT 
RiifR, h4i tiRt % 

Tft >4191 rraf, fTf'T VTI^WR, TfP IPt«l ft' TtTtTtSf 
•T 896/92 fti *t4£f R nfrftVM ft? 'Tijpn, 1860 
(iBbO =rr 4,s) Htr upr -409 wn nrPTfTtq ^ 
wfijpRtT, 19 3 9 T" tn’T- 5(1) URR itTtfR 

RPT9 I 

"141 

(8f) Bipl ^Rrf WepTUt R >3 flRl 41 Wf^ flOpiWl 
ifiT ^((V *1 OTW 81^ gl tTR-r^lT) ftt 

WR4R ^ fftiCr tR fftijfl WR erPTtt 41 Sltplsfl ftl AftSl 

if 41 THit rpTHH SRR, ItV TfW I 

[4 -2js/2s/92—O' ft'r ir-Il] 
T *1). mn?, Ci^r jfPaur 


MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL PUBLIC GRIEVANCES 
and PEN,SION 

(Department of Personnel and Training) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 6th July, 1992 

SO 1884.—In exeicise ol the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 5 read with Section 6 of the Delhi 
Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Act No. 25 of 
1946), the Central Government, with the consent of the Stale 
Government of Uiiar Pradesh vide Notification No. 4003T/ 
VI-Pol-1 l-888M/y2-Lucknow dated 3-7-92 do hcrc^ extend 
the powers and jutisdiction of the members of the Delhi Spe¬ 
cial Police Establishment to the whole of the Stale of 
Uttar Piadesh for investigation of offences as hereunder: — 

(a) Offences punishable under section 409 of Indian 
Penal Code, 1860 (Act No. 43 of 1860) ^d Section 
3(1) of the OfBclal Secret Act, 1923 in regard to 
the Crime No. 896/92 of PS Colonel Ganj, Distt. 
Allahabad, Uttar Pradesh, relating to Jealcage of 
General Studies Question Papers of the Civil Ser¬ 
vices (Preliminary) Examination, 1992 held in the 
afternoon of 7-6-92 by Union Public Service Com¬ 
mission registered against Shrj Trfhhavan, Clerk, 
Public Service Commission, Uttar Pradesh Allahabad, 
;ind Shri K. M. Pandey, Controller of Examination 
of the Public Service Commission, Uttar Pradesh 
Allahabad and others, 

and 

(b) Attempts, abetments and conspiracies in relation to 

or in connection with one or more of the offences 
mentioned above and any other offence or offences 
committed in the course of the same transaction 
arising out of the same facts, 

[No. 228/28/92-AVD.II] 
A. C, SHARMA, Under Seay. 
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E .1 1)9* 

T" M 1.1- q'tT'K H tI pTh 

I 111, ( J( q,, rr IT . 11 ! STT f , * 

fifur tEi ETin i ir rrmi (i pt r 3 -* t^it 

T > |1T q.iTi4' ,,5 r- -c- ^~Tt T TT 

?TF?Tq-^fiT %)TnT "r--r » |AiTi*r! 

(Tr j: ) nmg- 17 jit 1 1 1^2 '1 tt' h Tit -^na-i 

?tr? 7 r If Mfjrf 1/(11 11^" 1 if 7 sfF ^ 

IT T cft rr ./3 p/jfl 1 if - 'Sifriq- (,),(,) u o -q# 

i-)<)o tI ?Ti^P7rfr ^’cf mr r*' « ti;F=r> ^Fp? 

y^rm r fraFit ^rr src ’raTiFii tf f=iFr» 

lAf^TK “ wqjigl % 57 XTUT ^ f'?!!; >1 Tl#?- -i^q 

q-r qi-Vt- I 

[q 223/7/9 0-^ ^ ffll] 

T 1 T-n 5r^rf 

New Delhi, the 9th July, 1992 

SO 1885 —In exetcise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (i) of section 5 read with section 6 of the Delhi 
Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Act No 25 of 1946') 
the Central Government with the consent of the State Gov¬ 
ernment of Nagaland vide its Notification Home Department 
Police Branch No POL-1 lEstt II|15191(PT) dated 17th 
April, 1992 issued in supersession of order No JDI-1/65 
dated 8-11-67 addressed to the Goternment of India and 
order No APA-3|35 CI-AIS fPart) dated the 9th May, 
1990 of Nagaland, hereby extends the powers and jurisdic¬ 
tion of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establish¬ 
ment to whole the State of Nagaland for investigation of 
the offences specified in the Annexure attached 

[No 228/7/90 AVD IT] 
A C SHARMA, Under Secy 

fTtr niST^rq' 

(irMrq fqtqrq) 
qf fqf^HF 27 trf 1992 
(tnq^r) 

W WT 1886—srrr^7 WfijfqrrJI 1961 ( 1961 qtl , 3 ) 

tfi am 80 3 ft # osT-Eim (2) (qt) 3 :mstexr vrfifqm 

qrr tThX |P, trqqgm ^ srriwrr ‘t^rarr^r- 

irtfr qfe, thsUi feqt fsFtTT qfpsPrrs qii 

^TPJ'n' ?rfiRRTS 7.F5ir *1 fiiWff rpt'iifiiqF ^5rt-iFSp5r ^ ^ n 

^ JTtff5Rm t i 

as 'I’qrft f im qTq 7 tr 

h asimwiTifer b wa tjo $ n-^riT-, t fsnr ?t 

g>ft I 

[(mi 9030 /i^T rr 116/4/92—’TTilTT fif -]] 


IiflNTS, TRY Ol 1 INANCE 
(Dcpaifment of Revenue) 

Nev Delhi, the 27tr May, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

SO 1886— 'n (liiCis- of the povcis conteried by clause 
(o> of subjection (2) of Setliuti 80G of the Income tax Act, 
1961 143 of 19bli (he Ccntii! Gove* inient hereby notifies 
Sri Praianna VeiikatachaUpathj Temple Gunaseelam 
Miisiii rduL, TiiChy District, Tam inada” to be place of 
public worship of renonn throughout the State of Tc.mil 
n 'u foi thi purpose of the said section 

Th 5 notification will be valid only foi the rcpair/ienova- 
tio) work to the extent of Rs 6 lakhs as approved by the 
HR A CP Commissiopei- n tHs regard 

[No 9030/F No 176/4/92 IT A] 
KESHAV DEV, Dy Secy 

ni'?iii 

fesvft 30 -qq 199 2 

Tr srr !8 o/--TE'TW ?rfjiT4R 1899 (l899 

Tr 2) qft !im Tt ij'srru 11) (ta-) !T?rT ttrfTitqt 

4T trtflT TI>^ |n- rpqFTr n ,gTTT t q) 

Trrr giTrf PtFps? Tfjf tt qqiq tstii; ti 

qrrTT ’"Jirr %T FqiTr'l ST^lT T^rfl | isf? fitr 

erT=r TPiq) ^ gr.-.v 3t r-'r Fto* 5,rt iit? Tqiq ?rrt5 

T JU<-' T trq # srFqJar JUU $ 3,0 0 noo 

frfw rreqr i4 xn<f?'n ?TTftiT rrr i) qft- 

TfiTk (xt’-fT-^iTH’ti son rrq- ,fF nTO qF tijvr-’ra't 

tt'OTT I I 

[T U/)2- Filt<=q- TT H 33/35/92 -fq qr ] 
5rT7 srtT, sTT PRT 

ORDER 

New Delhi the 30th June, 1992 

STAMPS 

SO 1887 —In cxerci e of the powers conferred by clause 
(b) of sub section (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act, 
1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government hereby permits 
J M Share and Stock Brokers Limited, Bombay, to pay con¬ 
solidated stamp duty of rupees four lakhs fifty thosuand only, 
chargeable on account of the stamp duty on 14 per cent 
Sutured Redeemable Paitly Convertible Debentures (Non- 
Convertible part of R» 100 per debentur) baring distinctive 
numbe.s 1 to 3,00 000 of the face value of rupees one hun¬ 
dred aid fifty enrb of the aggregate value of rupees four 
crorps and fifty lakh only to be issued by the said company 

[No n/92-StampsF No 33/35/92-ST] 
THAKUR DUTT Dy Secy 

qt fgwfv 1 1991 

Ti xrr iwHs- wPrfm sqfafTqp 1899 (isnn 

n 2 ) TT urm 9 qit TTSTTO ( 1 ) (t) ?RI FTsTT ’rirqqqr 

TT W'T TTf( fcr tTTSfTTl aTF TT hTT 

qrtif) I 3f) fr ^ ^rPjfrTOF % W'lr ivf'j OTTh fipriT 
sm 3ii^ p’s tit wi % ^ 
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[WR3(ii)] is, 

“'^e. ^rif. ^'f, sfr. tri^. — 5,00 i 9 u 2 5 t<tit 

% )fT *r sfror,-f jr(rRfr^> ^rrsff % q-,j 

jr»TiJi ^ I 

[?r, i2/9 2-^pr-'iir. n. 33/n/92-f^. t,] 
srr^flT '<1ir, sr?; qfif^- 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 1st July, 1992 
STAMPS 


1992/w|CrTJ 27, 1914 

1. The Adoor Co-operafie Urb-an Bank Ttd. 

2. The Badagara Cooperative Urban Bank Ltd. 

3. The Balusseri Co-operative Urban Bank Ltd. 

4. The Coastal Urban Co-operative Bank Ltd. 

5. The Meppaynr Co-operative Urban Bank Ltd. 

6. The Alleppey Urban Co-operative Bank Ltd. 

7. The Changanacherry Co-operative Urban Bank Ltd. 

8. Thp Kattappana Urban Co-operative Bank Ltd. 

9. The Koduvayur Co-operative Urban Bank Ltd. 


S.O. 1888.—In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(a) of sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act. 
1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government hereby remits the 
duly with which a bond in the tipture of promissory notes 
described as “SIDBI LOAN—Rs. 5.00 crorcs 1992 First 
Series’” of the value of rupees five crores only to be issued 
by National Small Industries Corporation Litpited are charge¬ 
able under the said Act. 

[No. 12/92-Stamps-F. No. 33/11/92-ST] 
ATMA RAM, Under Secy. 

(irrivTii: tinf firsn'T) 

(ffTT Jrtnir) 

29 1992 

1839 —-t 8 T«prr 1949 (l 949 w;f 10) 

trnr 56 "S Tfei mu as inr iwn ^rfiRirlr ^rr gn'rir 

S'!, srrufnr "iftftpmfirKr tt 

sflmnr ^ f-p ^nr^trfr fsTfiioiTiT fmfmTsfr, 

1966 iR fw 10 ^ m«r qfCT wrEtfiimr 5 fr trnr 31 ig 

UqTPj !fr% WITH ttn q-r 351 ifim fltf! mq Plff Jtf.'r, srijl 

Fiq! % qm^T-.-iraff >1 ^Ttsi $ mir 30 1992 

<59 ^ Ttff-Ittfq if SUttSiq ?r 

t- 

1 . ft Trf-mqVfeq vnmr w fsr, 

2 . ft ^TlTfTr Td-mqitftq #'ip fsT. 

3 . ft q;f.Wfq>rST wuq t’P fT . 

4. ft qfTfTsr wtqq iPi-mT>f£iir ^'<p fq. 

5 . ft ir=7rqi[7. iffiTurqXftq f?r, 

6 . ft Ri.T'f qff-wfq^fq itv fw. 

7. ft 'qifqTdfr ipt-Wlq^ftq irttR ftp fu. 

8- ft Tjmr W3SR Tt-urTq^ tq: fu, 

9. ft qrf-wriftftq WTffq pq 

10 . fq qia ft-. 

[tps U. 10(2)/91-ft5;riT] 

ftiJUR-w, rfrjTtt 


(Department of Economic Affairs) 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 26th June, 1992 

.SO 1889 —In exercise of the powers conferred by Sec- 

, Regulation Act, 

19T9 (10 of 1949) the Central Government on the recom¬ 
mendation of the Reserve Bank of India hereby declares that 
P/uvitions of Section 31 of the said Act read with Rule 
10 of the Banking Regulation tCo-opjrative Societies) Rules- 
1966 shall not apply to the under noted banks in so far as 
they relate to the publication of their balance sheet .and 
profit and loss account for the year ended 30 June 1991 
with the auditors report In the newspapers. 

1726 GI/92—2 


10. The Shoranur Co-operative Urban Bank Ltd. 

F, No. 10(2)/91-Dev.] 
TEJINDER SINGH LASCHAR, It. Director 

qf ftfifr, 3 0 1992 

Ti.wr. 1090.—ftfmrmrwftftmT, 1919 ( 1949*51 
10 ) qf) tmr 56 um qfra aru 53 im srfu niPraiflr Vr 
srifft TsS 517 , lfr;fHT irtTR, Sjpiffft ft^tq 8 ?) ftUlf'IT 97 ; 

rftqnr iptiff I r<P uiRi w.ftftqq qfi mri 1 1 iff 
sm 1 # srrjfirnT ^ uriufr snrftft qff 

OKitj ^ 31 19 95 flili ft-HJirf, ftw fiT^STtq; ft. 

(TJffeqi) qr ma qiff jffn' 1 

[Jt. 6-3/92-^.iff,] 

'ff. wTt ^rftq 

New Delhi the 3t0h June. 1992 

S.O. 1890.—In c.xercise cf the powers conferred by Sec¬ 
tion 53 read with Section 56 of the Banking Regulation Act. 
1949 (10 of 1949) the Central Government on the recommen- 
dutions of the Reserve Bank of India declares that the pro¬ 
visions of sub-section 1 of Section ll of the said Act shall 
■not apply to the Chitradurga District Cooperative Central 
Bank Ltd., Chitradurga (Karnataka) from the date of publi¬ 
cation of this notification in the Official Gazete to 31 March, 
1995. 

[F. No. 6(2)/92-AC] 
P. K TEJYAN, Under Secy, 

^ ftlftt, 30 Tjq, 1992 

TT. m. 1 8 9 1 .—TPs^lFTi w (snfir artr aiftvf 
1970 if 9 ^ ffisf qfeq «' 4 r 3 ^ gqq[«i (q) 
if ifiifhr qqiUT, RTttfft ftstq qqt if Trimf qvsrra; 

tpt?TTTT, >sfr q.q. ftqrq, aqaT, 'ft# an^T, ftft^ 

qqt, qrqf "ft 30 ap, 1992 if tlfT >ft afqft ^ fth. qf 

q frrftr^s: tT 'I’p Fft'prft ^ qq if mrqf ifqr flftf qift 
fqif ir 5ff qf qjrif Iff, qqt ^ qvy?t ft^ijrqr 

If qqf if ftqqq T^.qf ^ 1 

[ff. iq:-9|3 5/9i-’fr.9fTf.-i] 
rrg, qq, qtdfTreq, uftq 


New Delhi, the 30lh Jujie, 1992 

S.O. 1891,—In pursuance of sub-clause (c) of clause 3 
read with clause 9 of the Natinoalised Banks (Management 
and Miscellaneous Provisions) Scheme, 1970, the Central 
Government, after consultalion wfth Reserve Bank of India, 
hereby appoants Shri H. Rohidas Shenoy, Manager, Fort 
Branch, Syildicate Bank, Bombay, as a Director on the Board 
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of Syndicate Bank with effect from the 30lh Time. I'f92 for 
u peiiod of three years or until he ceases to be nn ofliccr of 
Syndicate Bank, whichever is earlier, 

[No. 9/35/91-B.O. I] 
M. S. SEETNARAMAN, Under Seev- 

1 1992 

1892—% (!r«F«r wVt;trii\T=T ripriT, 

1 9 R (I % truT 5 if ( 1), Jurr 7 5iV. isTt? 8 if TftanT 

(i) % m ttfei tjoi 3 % (tf) % tRtR'ii if, %^r!r 

trtm, 'ttrrtfw frisr^ % w>irTir>TnT 'p'rJr %tr^r^- 
ilTtT % OTTH ‘fiff trr.^f. iift Td 

ai\T 'fHT*TK tt^vr >(rr,iT' ^ frdt 3 1 ^itr^A, 

1 99b ?TT ^prfir % rrT^ tf^T tftpEf 

^ tET if Fringf S’! 

[titStTf tpp 9 / i/9 2 -A Kfi . 1 ] 
AtTNEEl, W’¥f%d 

New Delhi, the 1st July, 1992 

S,0. 1892.—In pursuance of sub-clause (a) of clause 3 re.ad 
with aub-cluase (1) of clause 5, claUse 7 and suEcltause (1) 
of clause 8 of the Nationalised Banks {Manaficmcnt and 
Miscellaneous Provisions) Scheme, 1980, the Central Govern¬ 
ment, after consultation with the Reserve Rank of India, 
hereby appoints Shri B. B. Shetty, presently Executive Direc¬ 
tor of the Indian Bank, as the Chairman and M’anaginjt 
Director of the Vijaya Bank for the period from the date of 
his baking charge and upto 3l9t January, 1996. 

[F. No. 9/1/92-B.O.I] 
M. S, SEETHARAMAN. Under Secy. 

T^'PTt 

tEnAvr 

df fefff, 9 Tpr, 1992 

ift93--»AdmtrTVT«Jw fsiwr) tTfstP-fiftt, 

19.57 ( 1957 ITT 20 )’ A (ftf^r TjAt Tt# ■JJfd wG- 

firftr ^ mir otst 9 ejtoft ( 1 ) % Rtfhr Ftih-A tr? 
TTTtn RT.'itR % 3 ?^ tf^NTtr (fThrin frtrr'rl ■A trftt^tTr tr. 
'ftr.m. 415, 23 tterA, 1990 %, % tiutqat 

stt<t 2 , My 3 , gwf (ii) nr^ 17 oiTTA, 1990 Jr shi i Ib pt 

Tt, EjipT rrftrgiTdr Jr tEPtf wd’pAJr srEn ’ifFr Jt Trm 
"mitj ^ '(jfV jfT^r tm S) xAr ^ trFrPptn 

HF HPT 1 n 'fF ^7 HTt( ( 1 ) % CTHTH, mA FtPTItA Jt 

«>r^, HTPrFpr WT A A A tpi 5"; 

XlV, HT'Frr ^ IT? *nTTHTH A tPR ^ AW- 

FrFr??, brtrjr (f^rjr fnA h's'iitA AtA 'iebt 

tETT I), hJt Ft^hA xftr vrA tPi, A *p^3trt: 

Ftran xtFrAfAr ttPHi jFirt rnm, xtsfOTH-r % Fpf TEarntf 

xPT, w, %AFr Hr^hTc, 3wtt xrftrFm A nm 1 1 A tjn-- 
HRT ( 1 ) arri HktfT wIAtA m HAo 'tpit ^rr, 

^ Fp i;h tNTF FtIAt sj^Ft if trr th tr' hThtp 

17 tpitA, 19 9 0 ^ HTitTn F ih tRrp sFr tjA 
nF arstm', FrPTfErFjd FttoA At vrA M stiAh -j/r-j 

htttA AtA t Fiffd A xmFr-— 

( 1 ) -5^ nr^rrA ifAA, gw srFHFTtnT % groff % uTtfin 

wrtFh irffiw, *TR, HWTJTrA At tA A rA # 


f^n JJH H«fr WtA 'Fr rTr^EtT 'Pi 

fF-A I 

(2) gdd rrr'PtA oiptA gpi w (1) % trAd, %rif|iT 
tp'Piv 'Pf FAr tstA on hwpp M stAw i; 
Ftt mp tTFlpETp ^ IT5P1 Ftqt 5fimri WT FF FpA 
h'Fhitt'it At Fir ttfHptTsr jnjPTdr ip Frrr 
mfiTFfA ^ hFh F gwd nFr 6;ig, jtttttA 'PAr 

^:FA At wr sent, w h'PT', AAh sjA 
F tjr gn <17 F xrFHPoA % fErn irr gAP F rrA 
AFtt; o;tAt%A, "^F ttFFr, xrtfF At hrh woo hA 
«td A, B'fH rFfprA "POFr 3f^ tFiF I 

(3) g'TH tpEPiA ipAT, FnfA tmrp tfi gR% h^htFA 
A, ff F.'A tEd «9!T % F^h F, Ff PT SHOT Aftpi 
‘Jpg ijftT Fpr gg IT. % trfHPgA % htF F, 

PPPHT tt ggF twAA 5fi nr ggF Fr-w Fr^al 
pApTfA'i ^ FA F xngtwp A- AA 1 

( 4 ) gpg g-jpoA AA A, 'PFfbr httpp' ^ gF 

% Apt, gw gfawi. fFrFT nrrir ^Fg A FgF;g "PtF 

A ptfA g^ AA; A' 

( 5 ) gpg grtgA prgA, Fg FAFt At wi gti, Ft %Ag 
HWTT 5ITT 5tg *pA xrrgwp A. ^ «jA% iFFtre 
t^A % Fa Ftf pfA ’ll RFaT’ifFg FiA sUF, firh 

pAaf I 

[F, 4301.5/4/87-A.F /AT.Fg If5i=?] 
A,A Tfg, WT nr-p-g 

MINISTRY OF COAL 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 9l,h June, 1992 

S.O. 1893.—Whereas on the publication of the notification of 
the Government of India in the Ministry of Energy 
(Department of Coal) No, S.O. 415, dated the 23rd January, 
1090 in the Gazette of India, ParH(, Section 3, Subsection 
(li), dated the 17th February, 1990, issued under sub-section 
(!) of section 9 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and 
Development) Act, 1957 (20 of l957l hereinafter referred to 
as the said Act), the lands and rights described in the Sche¬ 
dule appended to the said notification (hereinafter referred to 
as the said lands) vested absolutely in the Central Gotern- 
ment free from all encumbrances undci sub-section (1) of 
section 10 of the said Act; 

And whereas the Central Government is satisfied that the 
Western Co-jlflclds Limited, Nagpur (hereinafter referred to 
as the Government Company) is willing to comply with 
such terms and conditions us the Central Government thinks 
fit to impose in this behalf; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confeiicd bv 
sitb-seclion (1) of section 11 of Ae said Acl, the Central 
Government hereby directs that the said lands and rights so 
vested shall with effect from the 17th Februarv, 1990, in¬ 
stead cf continuing to so vest in the Central Oovemment, 
vest in the Government company, subject to the follott'ing 
terms and conditions, namely ;— 

(1) the Government company shall reimburse the Cen¬ 
tral Government all payments made in respect of 
compensation, interest damages and the like, as 
determined under the provisions of the said Act; 



flRrT 18, lH92/*TI'Tr? 27, 1914 3037 

UTi-JfT^r 

"P5^r triTig® qftJTiTT qn 
T'STl^ H ■'T^f^?/5 4/9 0 


[m't 3(ii)] 

(2) a tribunal ^h^lll be constituted for the purpose of 
detcrmminB the amounts payable to the Central 
Government by the Government Company under 
condition (1) and all expenditure incurred in con¬ 
nection with any such tribunal and persons iippoint- 
ed to assist the tribunal shall be born by the Gov¬ 
ernment company and, similarly all cxpenJiliire in¬ 
curred in respect of all legal proceedings like ap¬ 
peals, etc. for or in connection with the rights, in 
or over the said hinds so vesting shall also bo 
company; bionc by l,hc Government; 

(31 the Government company shall indemnify the Cen¬ 
tral Government or its officials against any other 
expenditre that may be necessary in connection with 
any proceedings by or 'against the Central Govern¬ 
ment or its officials regarding the rights in or over 
the said lands so vest; 

(4) the Government company shall have no power to 
transfer the s,aid lands to any other person wilhout 
the previous 'approval of the Central Government; 
and, 

(5) the Government company shall abide by such direc¬ 
tions and conditions as may b? given or imposed 
by the Central Government for pai ticular areas as 
and when necessary, 

[No. 43015/4/87-CA/LSW] 
B. B RAO, Under Secy. 

f'P'ffi', tb 1992 

Tt XTT 1894—^filrr Td jfiar ^ ffr entf 

rf^iwrT 

'ffs', "tffjffiT ^4Tn., fiW'iTr sfh frow) 

1957 ( 19.57 20) ^ (JFf 4^fr ^ETFr (l) 

SAT sr^fi srf^iift ttr t ^ 14^1 ^rt 'rsfw'ir 

if mk mm ^ 

’5ir xtrtr^p^T ^ ^rifR ^ f'stT tf. 

54 / 90 , 12 1990 w Fipftm 

tT^'fTTT), EnsfriT ?r^»T, (ftwn.) 

IT or H'TT^’Pi, KTirfr^ro ^ n m ^RiTT frnT?r4: 

1, TnfrT^ ST'J'T iR'TOdT ^ rf' i% 4 T 3 ;r Ttmi 

I I llJi 

li'T ^ ITdR Wf?! dT'fl SjfJT W tT»fr 

XtRirdJTrT 411 ttUT 13 4?! ^JFT ( 7) R *r»fr ^44?, 

^ sf>r ifpir ^ ’Far'ts ^stTmiro' ipr 

tlT^ ^ if TfffiT, infRf iafuTTFr, 4il4nfr5¥TT 

TTTtoT ^TfT, T:r4l “or i 


OFT'? 12 19-JO 

('jTiffrr tp hTfr TTf-TdlsTT 'oftT ^.) 

=p ?rw etroT q-Rr f^^tr fiTj^sn rsopTm 

’T<54T4, rf 9 


1- rrr? 160 JsTrf^l'^ 479 44 194 0 9 STPr 

3. 162 (^^FFlJr 360 51 143 89 'TPI 

fT —840 rp 334 9.3 (^TPTrrr) 

jfmi iplp- 

sp—T>4r, OTIT rf ffPT sTTPl ^ '4*lr firr!j"ia ” m 

fo^ I I 

g-Ji-^f-T- wr, triR ^ ^tTTT ^pfr ^ sfU ‘'s'’ tt: 
, fjrPTfT ^ I 

®—IT ttm i^fTT iTTifr ^4^3 'V' TT 

frtTrfr I 1 

vT-st ^'31, itHT T'f^iiT if SFc rtrfr ft aftt fttfs/'F'' Tt: 
fri-FPr & I 

B-3f Far, tJTP 'T3?'fr ^irpi ft srV fFn/V q-r 

ft I 

jT-j-3 f'irr, 'qwr psr 4?! tTPr-Ttm sir^r ft 

3fh fiTT "s” TT fqpifr ft I 

qisn/ FttJTf 3iV tpqipm, ^t'tt arV ?'q-4r% trrrft 
opT 'rtPi pr’-qF'Ti rfrtrt ^'p'T-qrp nT^rt ft 
‘' 5 ” qt fp'qqf ft I 

j—TT TJ r, 3fh: rrp^? ?frq7 qff vrrira- pPrqfFfp 

qi-qT ^ PR -PR ppfr ft pTt "q:" qr 

fpptfl ft I 

[P. 4J015/l0/9^-'^p.'^P PTPI},,] 

4i qr FT, pqt pP^q 


New Delhi, the 16th June, '. 993 

S.O. 189 1. —Whereas it iippeJrs to Ihe Centnil Government that ciail is likely lo be tiblainco fium Ihc land 
mentioned in the Sehed ulc hereto annexed ; f: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) t f section 4 of the Cold Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition a nJ Development) Act, 1957 (?0 of 1957), the Central Government hereby gives notice of its intention 
to prospect for coal therein; 

The plan bearing no. Rev/54/90, dated the 12th November, 1990 of the area covered bv this notification can 
be inspected in the Office of the Central Coalfields Limited, (Revenue Section), Daibhanga House, Rapehi or in 
the Office of the Deputy Commissioner, Hazariba.gh (Biha.r) or in the Ofln'e of the Coal Controller, I, Council 
House Sh’cet, CaU iitta. 

All pers ms interestes! in the lanJ covered by this notification slu'.ll deliver all maps, charts and c thei dc cuments 
rererred to ht sub-section (7) of section 13 of the said Act to the Revenue Officer, Central Coalficn s Limited, 
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SCHEDULE 


Kedla North and Jharkhand Colliery 
(West Bokaro Ccalfield) 


Drawing no. Rev/54/90 
Dated, the 12th November, 1990 





(Showing lands 

notified for 

prospecting) 

Serial Village 
number 

Thana 

Thana 

tvumber 

District Atca ‘n 

net es 

Atca in 
hectares 

Rcmaiks 

1. Kedla 

2 . Loiyo 

Mandu 

Mandu 

160 

162 

Hazaribagh 479.49 

Hazar iba g h 360. 51 

194. 04 

145.89 

part 

part 

•-- 

Total area 

840 00 

acie.s cr 339.93 hectares 




(approximately) 


line passes through village KedU. atvd meet rA point ‘B’. 

lines pass through village Kedla and meet at point ‘G’. 

fine passes through village Kedla and meet at point ‘H’. 

line passes through village Loiyo and meet at point ‘F. 

line passes through village Loiyc and nu*cts at point 'J'. 

lines pass along Southern boundary <f Chutua na.di and meot ut point 1*. 

lines pass along pfrt common boundary of villages Loiyo a.nd Ichakdih. Kct la and 

Ichakdih and meets at point ‘N’. 

line passes along part common boundary of villages Kedla and Ichakdih and n ccti: at 
stalling point 'A’. 

[No. 43015/i0/91-LSWJ 
B.B. RAO, Under Secy. 


Boundary description 
A'B 

B-C-D-E-F-G 

G-H 

H-I 

I-J 

J-K-L 

L-M-N 

N-A 


jfj 22 9'^ 

-22 199 1 26.17 2040 Tt 

1768 1991 

qi;3’P. 2 647 : ^tfsnWtr n-— ^ , ,y 

(. 8 )” * 

5—''W'tTt” « t<mf „ 

.jhfa 9-_.''2 5a.515’’ ^ Ptm ''258.615 

2649 n, 11141 ^ ^ 

‘ .2-.'W ^ TJ 41 

..qrmr” i,r*^ in^ ^ 

Ur?rT ^ 4w-.— 
fipn^ohr 4— 

ip—T—T # wpt 97: ; ■ 

"iff—Ti” ^ 9r "k-V 9S; 

2649 

^ 1919 97 


9i : 


[fi. 411 isf 16'S9-7t . ] 

fl.9l 719, trk9 


CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 22nd June, 1992 

S,0. 1895,—In (he nctilication of the Government of 
India ill the Ministry of Coal S.O. No. 1768, dated the 4ih 
June, 1991, published at pages 2649-2650 of the Gazette of 
India, Part-II, Section 3, sub-section (ii), dated the 22nd 
June 1991;—■ 

At page 2649, 

(i) in the 5th line—for 'ocality' read 'locality’; 

(ii) in plot numbers acquired in village Jamuna (part), in 
the 1st line—For '1259 to 1254' read ‘1250 to 1254*. 

At page 2650, In boundary description, 

(i) For ‘HIJ-J-K’, read ‘H-l-J-K’; 

(ii) in the—H-T-J-K—1st line, for ‘Patsc.d read ‘passes’, 
•and 1st line for ‘nflmber’ read ‘number’, 

[No, 43015/16/88-ESW] 

B, B, RAO. Under Secy. 


5IRI-9^ ■ 

:T^ 2 2 9pt 199 2] 

qtt.m. 1396— Wd 7lrr93i ^9 If, 3- 

i) ar7i97 yfP'irTt, 1991 n 9 -^ .isoa 9 ssos 97jr^trRtd 



[irT>rII-w3(ii)[ 
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Kri7fl w tt wr 2101 

fiTViW 12 W’Fa, 1991 H — 

3 50 4 T’. ‘ 

1, ^ ^ T^tT^T s^w” 

ifttf ’fw ^1 2 H 'FT«r(Jf'' ^ Tt "'Jfflf "PTw^r” 
1 ^ ^ ftot "qT^OrsTTY' 

qftiT 13(Vi .50 q^gTf inf ?iTT 31-ijiRT jfiT ffr wm qq- 

qft'^ 1 siY’: w^? ftwt % 
“ 107 . 57 ’' % T^ '' 107 .5s” qft'f I 

>^ 13 : (iwTT 350.5 qr ■— 

1 . um it wF^Tvi wtw ^ ''i69i”% q» 

“ 166 (»n’r)” > 

2 . WTT n ^Wf H "'^ ’T 142 5, % WT 

qr “'^fTTT IT. 142 5 I 43 ^T^i’’ qf?Tf I 


j fqr “q-Y’ n “'^^rs tt. 7 ^ Tf^fTTT” ^ qq, '‘'wr?: 
TT«in 9 ?T ^TTiq” q0( 1 

4. q'wr “—t" #1 T*nq qr “t^t q-r’ q%q.i sfti im "q-»'' 

^ Tqrq qr “q^r if-V' qf^o 1 

[qq q 43015 / 11/8 7-Tfr /qq qq q^qq] 

q'r qf qrq, wtt qkq 

CORRIOENEHJM 
Ntw Delhi, the 22j)d June. 1992 

S.O. 189^.—In the notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Coal No. S.O. 2301 dated the I2th 
August 1991, published at pages 3505 to 3506 or the Gazette 
of India Part II, Section 3, Sub-scctio'n (ii) dated the 7th 
September, 1991, at page 3506, in plot numbers acquired in 
village Juni Kamptec for plot no. “8aB (Part)” read 89B 
(Part)’'. 

[F. No. 43015/14/87-CA/LSW] 
B. B. RAO, Under Secy, 


26 ibb? 

qn.!!!. 1897.--%''iW RTTpIT SRsp (?r^B 3|>7 f^q^) *lftlf;TiTiT 1957 (l957 

qiT 20) SIR! 7 qft otsiri (1) q: ir«i>sr 5117:^1 lisrm (q:>qRi f^R) q?t itifagwT/. qn'.wT. 

3098, 5 ftiRCi:, 1991 qi m«i qfair ^TrqfV ^rfaij/'qTTr tt. qii.^n. eii, ciif^ le T.TqfV, ibbi 

fTRt’q 18 qiTTTTY, 1991 q^Y ^qfi ^ f¥qrf^p52: qn qR^Y siqqr ^nuTiT q?t 7}w 

ift KfY; 

siYt RiftiqirfY ^ ^ifafiiTTiT qfY srm s % ar^BTui %'i3fYq TrtcqrR q:> iTFfYfw'Y^ ^ 

aftT qifsftiT iRqrR qii 'jqfqri qr?:^ % siYt: Retr r^ti TR-qrR ^tib^ br^ q; iT 5 THri 

q? B*rrerR st nqi t ^ qf®rq leeo.oo ^qi? (qpiBn) m 671.792 ^qlqt (t^tibb) 

jm qivfY bIb 5ri%q i 

Bq: srq, %'iftqB^qiR, qitqBT trr^q? («?% aftc j^quB) wferqqB 1957 (1957 qfr 20) q 5 Y ana 9 
q 5 Y 3BBTa (1) 5TO srq?q ttPribY qir stbYb qncq bYbbt qrqsft | fq; Ba»q ^qq ^ qi^q I660. 00 

qq?q (aBBB) Bl 671.792 (aBBB) BIB BT^ ^ ^ BRIY |l 

^B BfugBBI % BlJYq % ^fB? BB fq^YaB q^Tq^T, BttlY (bkB B^b) % BTIbYbB B1 q^YBOT 

j^qqr, 1, qrRi'ftta 5)3 ;b q?aqirqT % qq^faB b bt bibb BiYaq^RyB fafqJq (tibr bs^bib) YbbtY^ (bkb 

B$w) % qrrBfBB pf fBTBl Bf BBIBI | I 

qrqq qiYBB5Y5B fafB^B, 
fBBBY^ 

fBBT—BfYEfY (BtBBBB) 


^rrqq b. ■aBR/23 br^b 27.3.92 (Bf^q tjTb qi't bbY^ bibi) i 


%. 

BIB 


fBOT 

t^q B^biY ^ 

fqiBfaiBt 

1. 

B?§5Br 

fqqYTiY 

qYtfY 

30.GO B^? (bbbb) 

BIB 

2. 

qYf®Bi 

fqqi^BY 

bYhY 

490,00 „ 

BPT 

3 

TBISB 

Ybbt-Y^ 

TfYefY 

161.00 

bib 

4. 

bYbb 

fqq^YvfY 

bYsY 

338,00 „ 

BIB 

5 . 

fqqr^ 

fBTRYvYY 

BfYtfY 

112.00 ,, 

BTB 

6. 

BfBR 

YbbcYbY 

bYbY 

106.00 „ 

BIB 

7 . 

bstY 

fqqcYqY 

bYbY 

368,00 „ 

BIB 

8. 


fqTRY^fi- 

BfYqY 

55.00 „ 

BTB 


1660,00 Ttqif (bbbb) Bl 
671. 792 Iq^BB (qBBB) 
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^ITfT n ;—35(m»T), 36, 37, 38 39{^T^), 292(m), 295(m^) 303 

(«ITTr), 30 S(wPT), 306, 307 ^ 313, 314(iiTR), 315 

nw H 5 rPir'T :— 9 (vtpt), lo, 11,12, 13 i 4 (<tpt), i5(»TnT), 21(^11^), 22 ^ 

38, 39('4m), 40, 41 (fflTT), 42 43 44, 45, 46(«TFT), 47, 48(wi), 56(wr), 57(^riT), 59(flPT),106 

(vTR), 109(-4T<T), 110('4T<7), 117(117^), n 8 ('«TPf), 121 (frPr), 122('^m), 124(mn), 8ll27(nPT), 128, 
129, 133, 138 (m»T), 1 22 (-HH) 

^TT>T ^ ’i :—^38('8T^), 60(‘€1^'), 61 ^ 67, 68('<irJl), 69('flPr), 70(«rT'n'), 79 ( 181 ^ 1 ), 

175('4Pt). 177(7TnT), 178(^7), 179(^n), 180(Wf), 181 if 187, 188('flR), ]89(»Tm), 190 

(vIT 4), 199('6PT), 200(flPi), 20l('flr‘r), 202, 203(mif), 19 ( 90 ) (7?^), 2 0 ('Jo ) ( ^TTi,), 204 ( , 

205('«(T^)> 206(m9), 207('8nr), 208 ^ 235, 236 ('8m), 237 % 353, 356 357. 

urn ^^[^4 :—890('8m), 89l(«im), 892(nm), 906('fTm), 907('8m), 908 if 93 1 , 

932 (' 8 r 4 ), 933 H 943, 944('8m), 945(iim), 946(-8m), 950(»Tm), 975('8m), 976, 977('8m), 978, 
979 , 980 , 98l('8m), 982 ^ 1064, 1065(«rm), 1 066, 1 067 (nm), 1 06 8 (' 8 m), 1 069('8m), 1 084 (»im), 
1085(«IT8), 1113 

nm f^4T#r it' TTf^r-T 117 (Wf), 122('8m), 123(^m), 124(^m), 125('8m), ]37(VTm) 

138 (^ 8 ), 139('Tm). 140 TT 144, 145('8Tn'), 146(«TT8), 147 ^ 182, 183(^m), 184('8m), 19l(^m) 
192(^P:)> 197 if 233, 234(^T8’), 235, 236, 237, 238, 239 (Tim), 240, 2 41, 

242, 243, 244(^9), 245(^118), 246('8T9,) 247(»Tm), 248, 249, 250(»Tm), 254('8T8) 

TTTii Tf^sErn: TTf^r^ h :—i69(TTm), i7o(Hm), i7i(TTm), i72(¥Tm), i96(‘8m), 1 . 97 , 198 , 

199 , 200, 20l(«TT9), 202('8m), 203('8T8), 204('8T8), 207(vTm), 208 222, 223('8m), 226(^118), 

227(«inT)i 233 (' 8 'm), 234 238, 239('8m), 240 Tl 262, 263('8'm), 264(^8), 265('8m), 266, 267 

268 (' 8 T 8 ), 269(^T8), 272(8m), 279(W8), 280 , 283, 284 

8T8 csfr-T Tt ;—1596 ('8m*), 1607 (ijm), 1612 (^), 1 6 1 3 ( 8m), 1 6 1 4(818), 1615 

[8m), 1616 (' 8 R), 1632 ( 8 m), 1633(8m), 1634(818), 1635 8 1648, 1649 (8m), 1 650,1651, 1632, 
1653 ,* 1654 (‘ 8 m), 1655(818), 1656(818), 1959(818), 1660(818), 1661 8 1687, 1.688(818), 1689 
(8n(), 1693('8m), 8t 35(818), 8l F-fi -36(8m), TTR .ntR.-241 (818) 

818 8 J 7 : 8" 8r88 ''8TS8 8P;.Fqi. —-242(8m) 

Tfl81 :— 

^_ ,3 t^T 818 % '^miS 8 189, 188, 190, 1 80, 179, 178, 177, 175 Wli; 81518 818 % 

C8TI 8 907, 906,932,892,891, 890,945, 944, 9 16, 98 l, 977, 950, 9 7 5 wlr r 8 'il#r 

818 8 ^ ''?1U 8 145, 146, 138, 139, 137, 125,124, 123,122, 1 17, 183, 18 4, 196, 
192, 191 8 | 8 n; 818 % 233, 239, 227, 226, 223, 207, 204, 201, 202, 

203, 196, 171, 172, 1 69, 170 ^Vr; 83 't1 818 % "812: 1 596, 1607, 1 659, 1 660 

1655, 1654, 1656,1649,1612, 1613, 161 4, 161 5, 1616, 1632, 1 633 ^iiml 

I ' 

„ „ filTl 83fl 818 % "7119:8 1633, 1634 "[1.88..-35 % ^ I 

-^iSTT 818 % "812: 80 81.88;.-35 1^8 >fl.8;8;.-36 Tl 'STlcfl % m 81 t;^ ^818? , 

ir 8Tl881 (888 88 f88118 ) 8raf888 19 57 ^ Uin 9^ !TtJl8 8f^8 ^8 811 

8 ff 8 f 88 Tfr 8 r 8 l 88181 t 1 

^ Tigj 7TT8 8 ? 8 l % "813: 8 . "fl.88;.-36 8 ?181’; 8181 ^ ^ll 8 l 88 T 81887 (t 188 f887r8) 

!Err8f888 1957(1957 88 20 ) 8l '8181 9 88l8 ^1 ^rf^T ^8 87l 8>^1 ^8187 "81" if 

8foTr88 Tfr81 8711lfl | 1 


t781 8T8 8?8l 87 "81C 8. 8l. 88) .-36, "8U 8. 1693, 1688 1689 8l.tT8;.-36 81 t: 818 
8flim 81 "813: 8. 279, 263 269, 268 266 272, 265 264 aUl fff815l 818 % "818 
8. 244, 245, 247, 246 250, 239 234, 254, ^ll 8118 818 87 "813: 8. 1085 8 ^1877 

8m1 p 1 8t1 8l881 8K87 ('888 8lT:f8^8) 8Rlf888 1957 (l957 871 20) t1 818 9 

58<fl8 858 8 8^1 ^1 8l77{l 58117 "81” ^ 8 ff 8 r 8 T Tfl 8 r 88l9fl % I 
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^7 [[—Ts- 3(ii)] is, I'tgi'/’Tr'ns i;?, i9i i 

^ — 15 ^ ^Tt^iT ’[TrJT % H, 1085, 1084, 1005, 1067 1068, 1069, ?! | aft^" 

% !Tn-.iT^.-242 31^ ^rrsqi ht-it v 124 ^ ^rr^r ^ ^ft ifr^^ 5^141 “^1” ^ 

(ir^ffT 3ft?; f^-^TR) ^rRjfq-iTfr 1957 (1957 Tr 20 ) ^ uin 9 v ^r^fr?! 
5^3 Hi RfrJif'T^ ^ I 

3 —q- Jftffin um i' '^15 H. 124, 122 , 106 oTlcft ^ I 

q—!T TTIT ^>r34T UTO" % 106 121, 124 % ^ft jftr^ft 55n41 ^f 4?rqHT 

giTT sf^ (51^^ 3TVf^4:TfT) 1957 (l957 ^ 20) 4ft qm 9 +' srtfftr lEriftf^T 

4ft fttqr I I 

57—57 ^7 ftftSJTTHTJT % 124 ft gft 4TT 3iTftt t I ftt f4^4Ti: ft ^ft'T'^T SfR4T 

(57ft4' aftr f^4TT?T) srfftfftJTJT 1957 ( 1957 4T 20) 4ft‘ ai?:! 9 ft lTit4 ^rf^TT frfffrp3r^ ftftTF 
^rftt % I 

57 —j ^7 fttfeiTf HM ft '^^fZ ?T'o 124 ftsft 41 T 1 : 77 ^ ^ ftY iftr?ft 3^15 ft ftt^T^TT tlT^ 

(irftfT 3ft?: f^Trr?T) ^rfftfftTq" 1957 (1957 4:1 20 ) 4 ft arcr 9 n ftr^ri 

I I 


ft??7 ?ftf^?n met ft '^^z ft. 124, 117, 118, 117, 110ft (ft4ii: 37rftt t ftt ?fr?Tftr s?4i4i 

ft fttirm «rrT 4 ? (?r 5 r> sfh- fft4:w) ?rfirfftw 1957 (1957 4:1 20) 4ft fim 9 ft ?Tftt?T 

srfftii ftftir ^^rftt t 1 

^ ftVf^ nr?! ft ft. 110, 109 ft 37rift ^ 1 
ftiyr ?ftfen urn ft tth w. 109, 39, 48, 4i, 48 46 ft ^>4??: 3777ft I 1 

fti^r ftrfeTT nrrr ft ft 46, 48, 57, 56 ft 37rfft ^ I 

ft?T fttlw ITTJT ft ft, 56, 57, 48, 59, 48 37 Yt J7|$W imr ft csttj ft. 35 ft FtfTT 5rr?ft 

t I 

ft?4T HT^T ft '3475 35, 38, 39, 292, 295, 305, 303, 314 aft?” ?ftf5?lT 177?T ft '7473 

ft. 21, 138, 15, 14, 13, 9, s/1 27 artr t7;Ji'7J7 77717 % c?;7T2: 77 2 0 ('^. ) (Wr)TT^ 1 9( 7^,) 
(VT74), 38, 236, 60, 69, 68, 70, 200, 201, 199, 203, 204, 205, 206, 207, 79 37I7 
189 ft S'tTR ^TTTft f affr ‘\” q-?; ftfc-qfft | | 

^7 irr?T ft '^15 W. '4T’- -241 ft ^^477 3i7?ft t I 

ftg-7 m?! ft '^'475 q-. ’477.1^.-241 ft 7it4r7 ^rrftt f I 

ftij7 unr 7ft7> ft '3473 ft. ?n7.n;tB _24 i ft ptqjT- ^ 37-^7 «7 qT: ft-irftt ^ ftr fttTftt 

s^TTqT ''ftt" ft 4fti7?47 97747 ^ aflr fftq;r?7) ?rfiiPiH6 195 7 4ft 9771 9 ft TTEfiTr STfftrT 

^ 4ft 9f79fft9 fttrrr ftt 947ftt I I 

['49 9 43015/20/89-97709 3779] 
ftt. ftl', 7T9, 9T7 oFfttf 

New Delh’, the 26th J une 1992 

S.O. 1897. Whereas by the n^t’fi''''t'On of the Goveinircnt rfliv'ip inthe Mm stry of Ener^vfDrpartn ent 
of Corl) niimb.m SO 611 ifr'lcd the 181h Fcbrn-iry 199! re'id with lO iirt ficat on number S.O. 3(.98, ('ated the 
5tb Dereinber, 1991, nn 'er sub-sectftn (I) of seel ion 7 of the Ctrl Benr ng Areas (Acquis t on and Developn cnf) 
Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), the Centre 1 G vernment j'.’.ve notice cf its intention to acquire the hnds specified in the 
Sebe 'ule appende.1 to the sa id notifii etiond ted the I 8th Februi ry I 991 ; 

And whereas the Campetent Authaiity, in pursutnee of section 8 ol't’i' smd Act, has mtde nft report to the 
Centri 1 Government: 


3—3 

3—T 
IS— B 
S—'ll 

'J7— 9 

9— 41 


9—9 
9—9 
9—9 
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An 1 whorCtTS the Centrnl Government, oftci coa’.jc'ering the report aforcs.i'd end nftei conmUing the Govern¬ 
ment of M.tdhy.'. Pradesh, is satisfied that the lands measuring 1660 atres (approximately) or 671.792 hectaics 
(approximitcly) described m the Schedule appended hereto should be a.cquircd. 

Now, therefore, in exereise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Gcal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), the Central Government hereby declares that the lands 
measuring 1660 acres (a.pproximately) or 671.792 hectares (approximately) described in the said Schedule appended 
hereto are hereby acquired. 

The plan of the ai ea covered by this notification may be inspected in the ofPcc of the Collector, Sid hi (Ma.dhya 
Pradesh) or in the office of the Coal Controller, I, Council House Street, Calcutfn or in the office c f tire Northern 
Co.alfields Limited (Revenue Section), Sinaran'l (Madhya Pradesh). 


SCHEDULE 

GOrBT block ‘B’ EXTENSION 

NOPTHERN coalfields LIMITED 
SINGRAULT 

DISTRICT SIDHI(MADHYA PRADESH) 

All Rights Drawing No. Rev/23, dt. 27-3-92 

(Showing lands acquired) 


SI. Village 

No. 

Tahsil 

District 

Area in acres 

Remarks 

1. Mahdeiya 

Chdrangi 

Sid hi 

30 00 Acres 

(Approxi¬ 

mately) 

Part 

2. Naurhiya 

Chitrangi 

Sid hi 

490 00 


3. RajKhad 

Singrauli 

Sid hi 

161 00 

I > 

4. Solang 

Smgrauli 

Sid hi 

338 00 


5. Sigahi 

Smgrauli 

Sid hi 

112.00 

»* 

6. Chakuar 

Singrauli 

Sidh- 

106 00 

»* 

7, P.idari 

Sinar.'' uli 

Sid hi 

368.00 


8. Muher 

Sinar,''uh 

r;d hi 

55 00 

1660 00 Acres (Approximately) 

or 671.792 Hectares {Approx'n ately) 


Plot numbers acquired in v Urge Mr hde.ya ; 

35^,P), 36, 37, 38 (P', 39(P\ 29'{P), 295(P), 303(P) 305(P\ 306, 307 to 313, 3M(P), 315. 


Plot numbers acquired in village Naurhiya : 

9{P). 10, 11, 12, 13(P), .4(P), 15(P), 21(P) 22 to 38, 39(P). 40, 41(P), 42, 43, 44, 45, 46(P), 47. 48(P), 56(P), 
57<P), 59(P), 106(P), 109(P), 110(P), n7(P), 118(P), 121(P), ]24(P), 8/127(P). 128, 129, 133, 138(P) 122(P). 

Plot numbers acquired in village Rajkhad: 

38(P). 60(P), 61 to 67, 68(P), 69(P), 70(P), 79(P), I75(P) 176. 177(P), 178(P), 179(P), 180(P), 181 to 187, 188(P), 
189(P), 190(P), 199(P), 200(P), 201(P), 202, 203(P). 19(0) P, 20(0)P, 204(P), 205(P), 206(P), 207(P), 208 to 235, 
236(P), 237 to 353, 356 and 357. 

Plot numbers acquired in village Solang: 

890(P), 891(P), 892(P), 906(P), 907(P), 908 to 931, 932(P), 933 to 943, 944(P), 946(P), 950(P), 975(P), 976 
945(P), 977(P), 978, 979, 980, 981 (P), 982 to 1064, 1065(P). 1066, 1067(P), ]068(P), 1069(P), 1084(P), 1085(P). 
1113. 
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1^, n32/'''Tt'^ 27, 1"14 

. j - t"',T~ .~~7T'' . ■■ ■ _ - r-“ —_ * zr,rTrr=;=i.-Tzr 

Plot number? acquired in village Sigahi: 


U7(P), 122(P), 123(P). 124(P),125(P). 137(P), 13S(P), 139(P) 140 to 144, 145(P), MC(P). 147 to 182, 183(P;. 
184(P), 191(P), 192(P), 193, 194, 195, 196(P), 197 to 233, 234(P), 235, 230, 237, 238, 239(P), 240. 241, 242, 243. 
244{P), 245(P), 246(P), 247(P), 248, 249, 250(P). 254(P). 

Plot numbers acquired in village Chakuwar: 


169(P), ITOfP), 171(P), 172(P), )06(P), 197, 198, 199, 200, 20I(P). 202(P), 203(P), 204(P), 207(P), 208 to 222, 
223(P), 226(P), 227(P), 233(P), 234 to 238, 239rP), 240 to 262, 263(P). 264(P), 265('P). 266(P), 267, 268fP). 269(P), 
272(P), 279(P), 280. 283, 284. 

Plot numbers acquired in village Padari; 

1596(P), lG07tP), 1612(P), 1613(P), I614(P), 1613(P). 16I6(P), 1632(P),1633(P), l634(Pl, 1635 to 1648,(1649(P), 
165.0, 1651, 1652, 1653, 1654(P), 1655(P.. 1656(P), 1659(P3, 1660(PX 1661, to 1687, 1688(P), 1689(P), 1693(P), 
PF35(P), PF36(P), RF24I(P). 

Plot numbers acquired in village Mnher; 

RF[242(P). 

TIOUNDARY DPSCRIPnON : 

A*B Line passes through plot iiLi'iibers 189, 188,190,180 179, 178, 177,175 of village Rajkhad 

and plot numbers 907, 906, 932, 892, 891, 890, 945, 944, 946, 981, 977, 950, 975, of 
village Solang and 145, 146, 138, 1.39, 137, 125, 124, 123, 122, 117, 183, 184, 196, 192, 
191, of village Sigahi and plot numbers 233, 239, 227, 226, 223, 207, 204, 201, 202, 
203, 196, 171, 172, 169, 170, of village Cha iivvar and plot numbers 1596, 1607, 1659, 
) 1660, 1655, 1654, 1656, 1640 . I612, 1613, 1614, 1615, 1616, 1632, 1633, of village 

Padari. 

B-C. Line passes through plot numbers 1633. 1634, and PF 35, of village Padari. 

on Line passes through PF 35 and PF 35 of village Padari (which forms common boundary 

of Oorbi Block 'B' acquired under section 9 of CBA (A&D) Act, 

D‘F Line passes through PF 36 of village Padari (which forms common boundary of Oorbi 

Block ‘B’ acquired earlier under section 9 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition 
and Development. Act, 1957 (20 of 1957). 

F-F Line passes through PF 36 plot numbers 1693, 1688, 1689, PF-36 of village Padari and 

plot numbers 279, 263, 269, 268, 266, 272, 265, 264 of village Chakuwar and plot 
numbers 244, 245, 247, 246, 250, 239. 234. 254 of village Sigahi ond plot numbers 
1085 of village Solang (which forms common boundary of Gorbi Block 'B' acquired 
under section 9 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 
(20 of 1957). 

F-G Line p.tsses lluough plot numbers 1085, 1084, 1065, 1067, 1068, 1069 of village Solang 

and RF-242 of village Muher. plot number 124 of village Naurhiya (which forms 
common boundary of Gorbi Block ‘B’ acquired under section 9 ot Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act 1957. 

G-H Line passes through plot numbers 124, 122, 106 of village Naurhiya. 

1-Ll Line passes through plot numbers 106.121,124,of village Naurhiya (which forms common 

boundary of Gorbi Block Extension acquired under section 9 of Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act. 

LI 1 ine passes-, through plot number 124 of village Naurhiya (which forms common boun 

dary of Gorbi Block extension acquired under section 9, of Coal Bearing .A.reas (Acu- 
sition and Development) Act. 

J-K Line passes tb-ough plot number 124 of village Nariiiya (which forms common boun¬ 

dary of Gorbi Block Extension acquired under section 9, of Coal Bearing Areas (Acqui¬ 
sition and Development. Act. 

K-L Line pn.sscs llirouph plot numbers 124 117, 11,8, 117, 110 of village Naurhiya fwhlch 

forms part common boundary o( Gorbi Block Extension acquired under section 9 
of Coal,Bearing Areas (Acquisition and Development) Act. 

L-N) Line p,is-\’s through plot numbers 110, 109 of village Naurhiya. 

l73o C-T 
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O-P 


N-0 

P-A 


Q-R 

R-S 

S -0 
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Line passes through plot numbers 109. 39, 48, 41, 48, 46 of Village NauThiya. 

Line passes through plot numbers 46 48, 57, 56 of village NftUrhiya. 

Line passes through plot numbers 56. 57, 48, 59, 48 of village Naurhiya and plot numbers 
35 of village Mahadciya. 

Line passes through plot numbers 35, 38, 39, 292,205, 305, 303,314 of village Mahadeiya 
and plot,numbers 21, 138, 15. 14, 13, 9, 8/127 of village Naurbjya and plot.oumbcrs 
20(0) and 19(0), 38, 236, 60, 69. 68, 70, 200, 201, 199, 203, 204. 205, 206, 207, 79 and 
189 of Village Rajkhad and meets at Point ‘A’. 

Line passes through RF-241 of village Padari. 

Line passes through RF-241 of village Padari. 

Line passes through RF-241 of village Padari and meets at point ‘Q’ which forms comiiKui 
boundary of Gorbi Block ‘B’ acquired under section 9 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 


[No. 4.3015,20/89-LSW] 
B.B. RAO, Under Secy, 


-2 'srvTif, IP a 2 

'rr.m. isaa—iiVEfftr srffffFqF, 1957 (t 057 iFf 20) 

arrr 7 >ifr ( 1 ) jnr trrtrifpr «iTt^ gtr Y trw, *mr 2 , w? 3 , (ii) nrfhr 

28 kWJlT, 1991 t JVrftRT FTITf ?n?PR V »r>q6rT 4?) iR. STT. 2762 fTrAw 28 

]» 9 l im w?r isrflfiq/iRT ^ f erf^^ar ^ Ffs aftr fTTF sr mmr ^ifr 

<r «fl; 

BWT F WT wfsrfHtnr afr artr 8 v fri ^ fr fr; 

jftj- ':f,«r>Rr ftstt qr Task 'Ptf y qiF=src( sftt: qsq sr^nr ?r qsoEfl spyiF a: swkj 

Ff irwmm' |() rm I rrft b 308. 307 (wnrvpr) et 761,826 cr?;? (rnrrpr) fr 

qft ftwTT ^HmT I 

CTA' RF, RPRT, wtam aTt:^ ^ (rr^ f^rpt) irftri^rirJT, 1957 (1057 ^rr 20) qfr irnr 0 
qft iqsrm (1) *m stwr ttrffRq'f tt swPr ipf je. ’J? t ^ s 308.307 

awT (*r»rR»r) wr 7 Si. 826 mrw (tppm) wr ^ ark sTramv. ^ 1 

<t: Ftfbr mSr tn^ *f)-i(f)-lll/ 3 flr rr/ 506 -i -92 cP^Ef 20 tqqqn, 1003 qr 

(fsp 480001 ) (r«t it^r) ip tRirf^rq #' 9 T tpttm PTqmr, 1 , qnsftrtr 
(fqq 7 00001 ) V vprftw ^ ITT qtkr'ppw (rnfrR rtrft) «Pt"r nrfe, fM^ 'qp;pT, pnr^ 

(FTA 440001 ) (RfTTP^) 4nqh?R # fspiTT Iff RFAT ^ I 

7{fq itTT*P, ^ 
fw %TraT (rsr q^ur) 

"Nr? »(. Ar-i(^)/lJI-'jft.RP./ 506 -i 92 pfIw 20 TrfirA, 1002 



V. 

qffqrfV rPpr- 

srTsff 

R. frgtfk 

f^<Tr 


fkqufr 









1. 

win 

66 

24 

'RfRtTT 


273 303 


2. 


6 6 

1 0 2 

'TTftFTT 

f^arir 

.35. 005 

'qpT 







308,307 



FT 

761. B96 [TfT (^ipr) 



[UPrltHU* 3-(u)] 


WTITTI 16, 27 , 1911 
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|l Mil'lMil .l.Li-- 1 . . -- - ■■ .. 

TrfjT irw *r ^rfsiTr flpfr srrfr «(T% csni? 26 (trnr), 58 (>ttjt), 5e(*rnT), 6 o(»tt«t), ai, 63(«Tm), 

64/1 (vmr), 67 (’TFT), 230(’TFT), 23l(m’T), 232(’TT’T), 234(^1), 235(^1^), 2a6(WFT), 

237 (Ttm), 23$ (?rtn), 339(qtT), 240('flTtT), 24l(’Tr^), 242 ^ 281, 282 (»TFr), 283 (WT), ai4i, 3*6 
(TTHT), 38G('!Tr>T), 287 n 399, 401 478. 479 (WTF), 480(TTrTr), 481 («Tm), 402(’TFT). 434 (iTm) I 

TITTT Jr ^TfsTcT f^Ptr srpT i(T% iTSmr 

27 ’Tm, 28 WT, 30 ’TFT, 31 ’TTO’, 32 >r 37, 38 m, 39 »FTT, 60 ’TFT, 62 VTFT, 63 FW, 64 78 I 

ifT^rr ?«tfT:— 

V — 4 T “%” F ^rrtnr K>Ft | 3 iV wit ww % >w 230, 231, 232 % t 

;j)«r^r q?^ITT, ff. 233 3liV^ «tTTJ #. 234, 235, 23«, 237 8^V ^ft*rr TTf-TTW V'f’fT 

^ fir| FT pTFTrft I I 

^—vT —^ IfTF TTWir 238, 239, 241, 240, 67 F F 5>^rT, fFit >TT>TF;TWrTT »</1 

4?i- ^T^'T TftFT V TTTAr-TTT«t, «Tte 64/1, 03 ^ ^ f>PT, Rt >W w, 62 <I?V fT^^V 

FT«r-TnF sik <XTrz ««Nv 58, eo, so, 26 , 282 , 283, 285, 286 F I tTtT wH fWr 

^ijffTFT ffTFt TTfrirf^ ^ftlTf FT f*P^ “w" FT fF'FTft ^ ' 

n— Tj !—trr «T*T sT»jf>rirr ^ mrz xtvnv 27 , 28, 30 , 3 :, 38 ^ jftfF:, f^n: '^rr tTwiv -sg »r % 
3l^T rnFF; STTf^i- TT^FT FIF-FTF, 3ftT f^TI 39, 60, 62, 63 *i %, TJfTOft t *ttT 

'V FT fir^ ^ I 

T^ FTF srgpTFT F F ’FlJ FflFl'F 63, 78, 7 7, 74. 7 3, 70, 69, 6 8 4fr TTfCT fflFf % •fW“frr«r 
^ »ftT "ff" FT fiTFFt I I 

IF—rr ^ afk F^F FTFT fft TfTFT 4: FIF-FTF ’JGTTFT t aftT "•'t'' FT fFF'ff | I 

—Z ^ FTF F^F FwTft 376, 380,381, 399, 401, 403, 40 4, 452, 453, 4*4, 457, 458 

FT^tT TflFT FT*r-F7F FF^ft | aft?- fF»^ "f” FT fFFrft t I 
F—S ^ FTF F^F 4 : 'FTF FWTW 458. 459, 461, 462, 475, 476, 480, 470, 404 off FFT’^ 

FTFf FTF-FTF FFFt ^ sfTr “s” FT ftTFcfV t I 
3—F T«T FFF JtVT T[,F<V FT»ff ^ Ffrrf^ FTFT F7F-FTF FF5ft ^ <8'>T "f” FT fFFRfT f I 

■5 —' ^ iff F^F ^', tFTF FWTtFT 48 4, 479, 480 4' F ^^FTFr I 8 ^tT FT fWFTft t I 

5f— v\ FTF f4f ^ F ’FTF FWRT 477, 478 FTfJ^r ?ftFr F. FTF-FTF, WF? FWFr 480, 480, 

481 ^ ’JFTFt t ^iTt "f" ft fF?FfV ? I 

W7—Ff T^r FTF FFF fFTZ FWlF; 235, 34 FTf^t FTFI F FTF-FTF %T 'FTF F«FtV 482, 233, 

231, 230 ^ F ’{FTTft t sftT "f" FT fWt | I 

fT —^ ^T Fi^F fTf FTFf ^ FfwTfFF jfTFT % FTF-FTF FFffT ^ F>T FTTf^FF “V” FT fJlwfT 

^ I 
O I 

fi3 . 4301 b/l 3/fl0-HF FF IW^] 

ifv <V. TTF, WTT 


New Delhi, the 2 ikI July, 1992 

S.0.1898—Wherey-s by the iiotitication of the Government of India in the Ministry of Coni No. 3.0. 2762 
dated the28th Octobcr,1991 under sub-scction(l)ofscction7ofthc Coal Bearing Areas {Acquisition and Develop* 
moat) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957) and published in Part-Il, section 3, sub-section (ii) of the Gazette of India dated the 
2nd November, I99i the Central Government gave notice of its intention to acquire land and rights in the locahtj' 
specified in the Schedule appended to that notification; 

And whereas the competent authority in pursuance of section 8 of the said Act hzs made his report to tke 
Central Government; 

And W’heicjs the Central Government after considciing the report aforesflid and aflei consultmg the Qo- 
vcrnmeut of Midliy" Pradesh Is satisfied that tlie lands measuring 308.307 hectares fapprovlmately) or 761.826 
a’Pfs (approcinrhely) deicr'bed in'ilie Schedule appenedd hereto should be acquired. 
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Now, therefoie, in exercise of the powers conferred bv sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Coal Bwjing Areiis 
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), the Centad Govcriinient hereby declares that the lauds 
measuring 308.307 hectares fapproxim.'tcly) or76l .826 acres (approximately) described m the said schcdnle..arc 
hereby acquired- 

TheplanNo. C-KE) Ut/GR/506-l92 daieJ the 20thJanua)y, 1992 of the area covered by tliis notification iiniy 
be inspected in the office of the Collector, Chhin'hvjiv (PIN 48000!) (Mad h>a Pradesh) ui in the office of the Ccal 
Controller 1, CouncilHou^e Street, Calcutta (PIN 700001) or in the office of the Western Coaffic'ds limited 
(Revenue Department), Coal Estate, C,vil l.incs, Nagpur-ddOODl (Maharashtra). 

SCHEDULE 
UR DHAN BLOCK. 

PENCH AREA 

DISTRICT CHHINDWARA (MADHYA PRADESH) 

(Plan No. C-:(E) lII/GR/506-192 dated the 20lh January, 1992) 

All Rights 


S. Name of village 

No, 

Patvvari 

circle 

number 

Settlement 

number 

Tchsil District 

Area in Remarks 

hectares 

1. Urdhan 

66 

24 

Piirasia Chhindvvgra 

273.302 Part 

2. Jamunia 

6^ 

192 

Parasi.t Chhindwara 

35.005 Part 




Total area : 

308.307 hectares 
(approximately) 
or 

761.826 acres 
(approximately) 


Plot numbers acquired fn village Urdhan : 

26 Part, 5S Part, 59 Part, 60 Part, 61,62,63 Part, 64/1 Purl, 67 Part, 230 Part, 231 Part, 232 Part, 233 Part, 234 Part. 

235 Part, 236 Part. 237 Part, 238 Part, 239 Pait, 240 Part, 241 Part, 242 to 281.282 Part, 283 Part, 284,285 Part, 286 

Part, 287 to 399, 401 to 478, 479 Part, 480 Part, 481 Part, 48’ I^art, 484 Part., 

Plot numbers acquired in village Jamunia : 

27 Part, 28 Pait, 30 Part, 31 Part, 32 to 37, 38 Part, 39 Part, 60 Part, 62 Part, 63 Part, 64 to 78. 

Boundary description ; 

; Line starts frdui point 'A', passes through village Urdhan in plot numbers 230, 231, 
232, then along the outer boundary of plot number 233 and in plot numbers 234, 235, 
236, 237 and meets at point ‘B’- 

fl -C_D Line passes through village Urdhan in plot numbers 238, 239, 241, 240, 67, then partly 

along the outer boundary of p’ot number 64/1, ir plot numbers 64/1, 63. then along the 
outer boundary of plot number 62 and in plot numbers 58 60. 50. 26, 282, 283, 285, 286 
and meets on the coinmon boundary of villages Urdhan and Jamunia at point ‘D’. 

j)_,G_H : Line passes through village Jamunia in plot numbers 27, 28, 30, 31,38, then partly along 

the outer boundary and through plot iiuiiiber 38 and in plot numbers 39, 60, 62, 63 and 
meets at point ‘H’. 

: Line passes through village Jamunia along the outei boundary of plot number 63. 78,7 7, 

74, 73, 70, 69, 68 and n.ccts at point 'E. 

; Line passes along the common boundary of villages'Jamunia and Uidhan and meets at 
point M 

y„i|^ : Line passes along the outer boundary of plot numbers 379, 380. 381, 399. 401,402, 404. 

452, 453, 455, 454, 457, 458 of villa.ge Urdhan and meets at point ‘K’, 

; Line passes along ihe ouier buuudui'y uf pluL numbviffiffiy, l‘v9, 461 16\-l?;\ 476, 480 

479, 484 of Urdhan village and meets at point (L). 



(I - — 


{•rmll-w 3(ii)] 

t—M 

Vf—N 
N—O 
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‘^047 


Line passes along the conTmiJit l>otiiiJary of villages UidltPU and Tirniri and meets at 
point ‘M’. 

Line pJsset through village UrdJiVJi in plot niiiiihers 4114, 479, 48t)anjl mcels al point ’N’ 

Line passes through village uranan along me outer ooundary of plot numbers 477. 478, 
then in plot numbets 480, 487, 481 and meets nt point ‘O’ 


0--P 


Line passes through viH.'-gc Ordhan along the outer boundary oi plot numbeis 735. 734 
and in plot jitimbers 482, 733, 231,230 and meets at point ‘P’. 


p_A 


Line passes along the comi, on boundary of villages Urdhanand'l iimn and meets nt start¬ 
ing point ‘A’. 


[No. 4301 5/15/39-LSV\'J 
B.B. RAO, Under Sccy, 


?Tr feHr, :: iet»2 

4rr. ?Tr. 1899—R?:4rr7: d, Wdr trrd^r (ar^ aiK fsiw) utftjfHdfr, ie57 (1957 dr 20 ) 
OTTf 7 «ifr •JTOKt ( 1 ) % ni^rRir fdR'pr) ?TfHf=ddT w, i 7 ei fnfrv 

12 ’fd, 1990 ffUT 317 STKd % tTSTT^f, sTld 2, WS 3, "JW? (ii) dRf* 30 1090 if JHRfenT 

sfk fTTRJi'wftT^dr >3. *FrT. m. 2000, drff«r 14 1991 JRT, 1^1 VTPTT ^TTSpi^, WT 2, « 3, (ii), 

dT^Vdl 20 1991 ^iwrftTd 4^ dl “fl, d?TRTr[ ddf dT, tJd wfWfddT d 34^ ‘d 

fsrfSrfdST dMd >7 dff 3f[^: ^ dr ^^rftiJFm’spTw^d 4ttd ^ sr-Td tirmd <f7 *i;ddr iff 'tfC r 

sf'tT flrfjTR trrfwpt d, ddd ^rftrl^d turr 8 % «rgdTd d ?rTH7 Wrt Hmt; vj t > 

afrr %^d ddddd dd, 'Jdhfd fnflt dr IddlT sRd d dfdrf| STld add dTdTR d ddTd*)- dbCfT V dfdTif 
ddTdTd fl ddT :— 

(ip) dd»d tdd^ “v” d dfdd 153.745 (dddd) di 379.90 (dddd) did nft ijfd 

dT; 

(ti) dd*d snifdr “«■" d dfdd mb.291 (dddd) dr 2758.35 (dddd) dTd qfr 
Tjfd d ttrffTdf %t3Rd, Sdld, dkddd, ddd^ ’|dTf *prd afttfPdTd "Pd, HTd ddd, dddTdT^ 
dtTdsrtd drf d dfd ^dfddTU dd. 


did f^Tdl dTdr dlFipi, I 

dd; dd *fidftd drm, ftiddT tnfp (did Ji’k iddro) dfdfddd, 1957 (1957 dT 20) >iFf tmi 9 nFr 
ddSKT ( 1 ) SKT add ^Tfdddf 4d ddfd ddTl |:t^, d^ dPUTT dTdft ^ ;— 

(di) ddd d^fgir ‘V' ddfdd 1 53.745 (dddd) dr 379.90 ttftf (dddd) dTd dfd dd; 'aiTrt; 

(*f) ddd dd^t "■ig” ddfid 1110.291 (dddd) dr 2758.35 ngtr (dddd) dTd dfd ir 
tgi^lr % ddd, tjdjd, aK at^d, ddiV itr ddid arr^, " 3 ^ jitdr di^d, dd dr dii gird 

shTt dvl ^irT?r % dfdddn dd;" 


did fddr didT 11 

?d dfd^ddr %dtfld dTd dTd % WTSt d. ^TT f dT' ird/47 t^d d'f/d dV t[d t/dd t dK/i^fd/S^ dliT« 
14 fiidTdr, 1990 ddfddtwd drddP, dr[[3rr (dtd aid)- %‘dddidd ddd diddr fddddi, 1, arsf^ ?Tdd 
dTdddTT vdddfdd d dr dna fr^d dd^Tdi^d fdld^ dddTd), 4Tdd rtt, fiRTd'U- 495(101 (>r’d aini) 

d; 4d?TTd H fi dr di 'i“r'n ([ 1 
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TTir«i '<^fT 
iOTir--! 



«FT RTff 


1. 

2. 




'V' 

4^^ m 
ftiTT ■■—(inai 


ffMT T. 




iiw 

4^ 




^VptT 

^rvTwr 


81.371 
le, 3(J8 






^ — 07 . e 3 «t'^ 




ifnr IfTc'i if 




1 , 4.73 (*nfl), 

473 (fTW), 4.70 

(«fnr) wtr 

iM4t^ (>mr) 
3.21^ (^R) aifr 
(frw) 






«FT 


5f«»fr 

!r*nT 


%S, fi.'-7 


1 . 1 2S 



WW «TT (^) irjfftfT ff^iT W fT95fHT . 

^ 5 b (fmr), 67 % 00 , 01 (vTirr), 93% 124, 125/1, 125/2, 125/3, 136 , I 3 i/i(v) (frm), i 3 i/i(fj) 
(trw), I 3 l/l(^l) (fTFl), 132 , 133 , 3«0{wrir), 381 (Wl), 382 (»fT*r), 393 % 4 * 22 , 423 (fTPl), 405 / 4 , 
427 ,. 42 * (’TFT), 430 % 433 , 434 - (WT), 405 , 436 (hTT), 43 ?/? (Wl), 430/1 {^), 43 »/ 2 , 440 , 
464 % 46 «, 498 (^TFl), 400 (vTFl), 500 (»IFT), 50 l(fTTn), 503 (m^), 734 I 
t4(T wIfTnr (^t) % ftfrr Tpo %^irrsfr- 

131 , 132 (irm), 130 (hit), 137 (^Fl), 148 (iTFr), 140 % 166 , lOO/'TW), 1 S 7 % 170 . 186 

(»mr) I 
ffriTT sf'nT ■ 

Jir>T % % fiffj % HRTW ^ I SirtT 

w?nT lirfsripn’' ■OT«fr 11 ws 8 % 

if-H-'T ^ifnrfTT filrin % Trpft ^ qr | 1 

61 TFT2'? 3 ^<4rT, VTTf t'4TT--'ll % STSflT iir^FT NT 4% fiW-Tf %rHr % »Tt8-TlN TT'ff ?, 

“t" tn: f%Trflr 4 1 





f-^7^ 3 f’Ol ■ 

^lilin". J I >»~w 


fT 9-^.3-?: 


2'?;- 1 
r- pT- 


Tn'T'3^'(''HljfTfr>rw^ 1? 1 593''ffr'TTT ' ", l'”22 

^<rf, srrTfpa sr^ ir, ^ 21s, 47 a, 470, 21 a, ’470 "srpfr 

‘ ^ n. 47 ft, 21‘^, 473, 21-8%‘^‘p^T -irr^ ^ 'sfta “aft” ^ ^ 

F7pa^r‘t I 

74IT, ?rPT srfswar {i?Tr^:-i) ^w>t. ^rfira uppa ift afi^a % »TT»r-*rT'r * 
srtr '<r“i' <rr ft 1 

7WT, WATT 7TFT«riT (tm^-i) trfsra sNr Afnrfaa 'frftT % ara-ara arar ft 

Tftr fsFT ‘V’ tp-fTTaar ft 1 


T-JT-'»T-«Jr r»T, wr? m^ ir ^rz tt. 07, 6 ft, 70, 406 ftTf <!ff*T»fV*'Tr?^(fr %JTr»r- 

?ir>f ft efhc w ¥f. 131 i»?r v 5Trir-"rTtT Tt^Tfpr 

»ir^Tr mw n fti wt% «jt< M. 132, lae^ 137 tnrrffi 

ft ^ JT. MS nfspilft jfWT % TT^ft ft T^fP]; ' OTfir 

H. 148 , 166 , 1-86 if '^r 3 tHt ft 9 fV '■'?” fir|T’‘ fwft ft I 

ar-’A'-'T-a-^r-^r-^-a ft«T, Jn'^ uta iso snftT >^1? ?t. 197, 170, ms rt ^ sfrirr 

w pfzr 'ft ^ ?w irt? ^mr ^ •prft | 4:^0 

*fft 'iTiFt ftr ffw-Tpif (Sfirff ft I 'r?r% T<^Fj ?r. 434, 502, soi 

# ^ 6 rpfF ft, ^rz ft. 500 , 498 ftft ^7 % ft'r^T irrrft ft, 

'IT^ <yjTZ 488 , 500 , 49 ft, 437 /?) 436 , 43 ft 1 , % ftparT" *t:aT,fp 

I mz Af. 439/1 '*17 'Tpnfjfr iftiTr % y?Rfr | n. 42s n 

aq^ft fi ’z^v q-wfc^ t^rre Af 425/4 <t wrfr tw 432/1, 
422/2 afrtT ^ wpr-m*T «:?Tre h. 423 ^ eiTfV rt t^rrz 

fj. 454 '<r ^fVjTr ^ arrs arwitai 456 «fr ^fsT^-'jsff sft^r ffrr- 
m ^f?fr -ft m^fwrT' faF^‘'fT'’ fti 


sTfit’r —11 
<a»frwfiiprrr 





IK. W', PrnT*FT ATJf 
'Tjarrir 

A'. 


fafar 



1 m^TT 

27 


ar^arr 


1.702 ara 

2 

27 


aa^TTr 


17 .903 anr 

3 irfT 

2 7 


araar 

■j 


0.849 anr 


4^ : 2 6.314 ( STTf arfra ) 

JTT 

6 5,02 n^r? ( »5pTTTi|- ) 


3rpT «frm (trw) p m. ww 

1 (qPT), 5 (wT), 7 (’Tni), 00 (qro) , 97 (’TPT), 

^fPf ( wTr) ip «ri%a f*fn7 w afwv 


33 (w^), 34, 35, 36 , 37 (>mT), 38 3 S, 40 . 4 t, 42 , 43 , U. 45 , 46, 47, . 4^, 

49 , ao(flrnT), si (»rFT), 52,53, 34 ( ato), 55 (»rr»T), 00 ( ), 07(^1^) gs <^0 (*mr) 130 

( htit) 
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— ^ —=kr^T7h-=— ■ — ■■■■ =--—...... 

itPT' WtT • ( WTFT ) ^ WTOT mr ipr WflCRip 

33( ^TTIT ), 24 {TTT ), 25 {^), 26 (mr), 27. 28, 29 33X] <33/2 34 35, 36 { miT), 
44(^T), 45,46 (’TTT), 47 ( WT), 5l(7rTTr), 750/30 (^^9) 75n/23, 750/20 f^TPT). 750/l('»TnT) 

>fF8Tar<T ■■ 

w-1 9-1, Tirr »tf9t 5im 9“^—i” 9 sttgn ?FfV ^ sftT srfk4Tn: «fTTJf:-n 

% STUTt «lf99 m "fr 9fwTflT9 ?ft9T % 9T9 99^ I sftT "9-T’ 

97- ftTTffl ^ 1 

9-1,9-1, T-1, 9-1, 9-1 ^ ir99 wfo-'lin' ITHF-II 5 p 9tfT9 9P9T 99 hT 9r99fT9 ’ftiTT % 9T9 99^ 

^ riF59T fiTTft ^1 

9-1, 9-1, 5=1-1, 9-J, 3-1, 9-1 919 ^F9f 9 ^913 9 —5 97,96 9 f J417; 5J9T(=fT | sfU fTT csiT9 9. 

9 6, 97, 5 ?r93r9fT SlMT^fRl S—l” T’* fwft ^1 

—N 
t^nTTinpr sgrr 
5'T«27|T £>9 

fw—91'iprT ( 9S>9 31T19) 


=rrir>9^9 

9119—1 

4199 wfim^ 

^ , 119 =61 919 

9991^1 rvr49 9 

9^91'4 

f99T 

'^^9rd9 

f3«Tr«191 

01-—4^19 


27 


9^991 

0 

'’S 132 

919 

02—"if 1191 


27 


94991 

9 611 

919 

03—?3Tft 


27 


997191 

37 37 3 

9T9 






T9 70 106 

triT 

99 9'fH 







^ . T911^99 9 




9619 

^9591 9 

f9^n99T 

1 47,i (9T9) , 473 (919), 

474, 475 iftT 


TINi 

229 654 


9-rfe9 99 ( 919 ) 







2. 218 ( 919 ) 



7995 ^ 

.9fW9 999^91 

8 2 50 



99 237 904 |73T 

TT9T9 (OS 01 7.^ (9999) 

9T 

761.09 iiJlHS ( 999J1 ) 


1 919 9fTT ( 919 ) 9 '9T3 999TT 

1 9 22, 23 ( 919), 24 (9T9), 20/l(9T9), 30 31 32, 3b (9T9), 37 13 , 44(919), 46 

(919), 47 (919), 49 (9T9), 50, 51 (919), 52 9 55, SO/l, 9l(9T9), 750/l ( 9rit ) 750/2 

750/32, 750/34 9 750/29, 756/29 ( 919), 750/30 (9T9) 

2 9T9 ?fp9l ( 919 ) 9 9^ c^lj' 999T9 

1 (919), 2 3 , 4 (919), 5 (919), 6 (919), 7 (919), 9 (919 ) 

2- ¥19 ^9^r ( 919 ) ?1 9t7rT (Vt 9T ^7 qiRTnl 
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12 14 5 (’TT>T) (' (^Tiq-), 7 (^nr) i(^Tnr) lj(»nJT), 16(^TnT) 17, 18,19,20(^1), 

21 ( 0T>T ), 22(»1T>t), 23 ’T 29, 30 ( OTIt), 31 J2, 33 (hTJI), 37 ( iTT'T), 51 (’OFT ), 54 

(iTT^r) 55, 56, 57-391, 58 (iTFT) 62 (^tt), 63 (»n^) b4(3TR), 65 66 (3m). 67 (imi), 69 {'«tT>T) 
7 0, 71 (^m), 72 7 3, 74 ( >1131 ), 1 30 ( ITFI ) 1 

^V” fT^TF^T BTlfl ^ 31131 ilH —4 5^ ^plTlfl 

f ait’- “?1 ’ fiT^i=fl P. I 

^l-^-l Tl-'Jl-TTJ 37 J 7 77717 77^311 O' ’^OTJ O 5, 6 , lOpO^F 0 O 37 ft t dflT i^fy 77777 Jf jj ^]?7 

037fV f stV 0 —47 5 1 4 4 37 3 3/l iflOT 01^41- 

37fr t : 3 -fTifl OTOTO ':3rF O —29/l, 24, 23, 750/l 750/30, 750/29 ?! 

^1^3- Opfl P StV IT— 1 ITT fiTi:7?fr P I 

IT 1 __T, 1 _T 1 -^ 1-171 31577 Om Jf-TF O -33 1 30, 37, 69, 67, 66 , 54, 55, 51, 50 % 

^^3 1737 ipfr p aftr fTO TTKot OR % O 7, 5 % ^4TT ORft | aik 

f03| 01 " 13 fO'Ofl p I 


■J11-015-'014-’TI3-012 OTO OtRl O ':OF O 5, 8 % OOiOt ^ 0^1 00it 011010 ^0^ OR 

0 RF O 58 62 64, 63, 7 3, 74, 7 1, 37, 130, 30, 21, 22, 

20 1 3, 20 , 16, 8 7, 6 , 5 0 P aftr 00 OFf^TO 00 OtRlt- 

00 O 47 5, 474 0 fitorr 177 ^ p "fT— 72 ” 03: fOO^ P\ 

0-12.0-11,0—10-0-9 01577, ifTRlO^O O 474, 218 O 01?% p "ft— 9 ” fsfTj 

foo^l I 


09 -r- 9 -r 2 -ri ^ OFfioo oo oooi^oo o 218, 47 J, 472 0 ?fr^ onft t, 00 % 'T?Oi? 5 ; 

OTfSTO 00 O ^'rOF ^0% F^ ^\T 1" f%r| OF fooift p I 

T i-y-o-o-io-T %-fr, o 3 f?To 00 Oii, 3 r 3 :ol' | sftr 0011 otRio 010 % sr^ 



0 7 5 3,^10 0 93, 

0 91 5 6 %?r4F foV 

0 ' RO-OTO Of'it P 3fV3- 

92, 90 %t 

OTO COTO 0 

Or^fPOO fo 

'iftR'fl- 3fror 0 ?^ot3: 31^ fori: Rnra: 
57 , 5 8, 48, 67 0% qfooift iflOT 

3| “ 0 ” OT fooot 1 



00 ^^ ‘>0 

” fORF 


3RF1 Ofo 





wrrot—n 





^rooofoono 





Oi 0 OTO 00 OR 

000101 

o^ifto 

foOT 

^ tod5% % f^RPrOT 


51000 0 




1 Wto 

27 


03-1101 

54 448 OR 

2 0TO3J 

8 


03001 

« 

22 636 OR 





OTO 77 084 ^3: 

0O3jf% 

^ 0 oiToid'ooo 



OOR 

^0 ^0d3^ 0 fORfOOT 

1 472 (or), 473(or), 

Oti Orfwo 00 


%tfTOT 

151 486 

(or) 





2 215 ( 010 ), 217 (OTO), 2 

18(0T0), 219' 


ofOT 

579 711 

(or), 22o(oR ) sfhnrrfeRoo ( or ) 


033jor 





OR 

<0 

731 197 |0OT 




OR OtO 

808 281 ( 0000 ) 




or 

1997 26 OOR (oipfR ) 


1726 01/92—4 
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) St’ETf^cT ^ : 

127^130, 131 («TFT), 134’I 138, 139 («Tnr), 140^1 147, 148,4, 148/5 (1(1131), 148 6 (KlTil), 
149^167, lG 8 ('»lTir), 169(311Jl), 170^172, UsCiflEl), 174, 1 7 5, 176, 1 77 (<lEl), 178(iilET), 

179(31131), 189 (iTTir), 190(31T3l), 191 (^TPl), 192 31 201, 202 (31131), 203, 204, 205 (m^T), 

206, 207, 208(31131), 209, 219 (31in), 223 (31131), 245, 246, 247 (<1131), 361 (*1131), 363 (31T3l), 

364 (31131), 365 ( 31131 ), 367( 31131), 368 ^ 379, 380 ( 33737 ) , 38 I (>lT3l), 382 (3113l), 457 (31137) 

458 (31131), 459, 460 (31131), 753, 

^13171 irnr (31737) ir fsircr tiit cifru imfr 

1 (31131 ) 
ifpll ^37 : 

nm 31 %WR331 541 ft * afti; CTO n. 3B2, 381, 380, 

li. 379, 371/2 , 135 *FfI qfiTiijft iftin ^ 5>F7 <3713 *1. 373 

3^t ift3ii ^ nrr-nixi iiirft ;3iT% iiiTnq; tro li. 1341 ft (ifepjft 

ifmi ^r?t3fr7 (siRft Jt, it. 131 / 1 , 31131 / 11 ?, 13i/i»t Sr »i 

dllcft I sfk '(’TO It. 127 iftiTl ^OlTtft 7731111 CTO it. 

7537% ?tl?7 CTR 7, 127, 128 3|ft7fJ73ft iftill %5>P3: nrft % sfti; 77% 
777TH itrfW^ 77 %% ^tTt 7rT%7 77 7 47 2 7 7 701% 

fill; 7? lt3:reiT7 77 % 7 7pft ^ (fU “ 7 ” f^lj 73; f77%t |l 

7-71-72-73 ^71, 3i3;ftT7 77 TlTt t 77% 711717 7r3^fei7 77 «tli7I%7J 7 47 2, 

473, 218 % ?tir3:7r%t ft 7 I 3 'V'f73|71 filTlft tl 

73-76-75-74-73 ^<911, 713f(ff7 77 «frfilt%H % 218, 2 I 5, 2 I 7, 21 9, 220 % % 71% 

77% 7?71?[ 7n:fW7 77 'Pt7lt%S % 220 3t3:ftiT7 77, 22o, 219 % % 77713: 

^fetoft fturi % f? %t?ft % I 77% 11717 777TT 717 % 'TTS itTlflT 1 % 

7%ii 113:% I ifk ‘' 73 ” f%3513: f%7% 1 1 

73-72-71-7 %<?ri, Tilt 7773:1 %'7rR it 1 %?tll3: 71% ft itk 717 %'(7R if 202 


241, 

205, 208, 

205, 219, 

205, 223, 191, 190, 189, 

173, 

178, 

177, 

179, 

169, 

168, 361, 

148/3, 363, 148/5, 139, 

362, 

364, 

3 5 6, 

367, 

459, 

460, 459, 

458, 457, %7)lt3: 73% ft w)3: 7T3%71? 


'7” 13:r77% t 

1 





[7 43015/2/89-137 137 

%. %. 377, 77t 7r77 


New Delh\ the 2nd July, 1992 

S O, 1899.—Whereas by the notification of the Governmert of India in the Ministry of Energy, Department 
of Coal No. S.O. 1761, dated the 12th June, 1990, under sub-section (1) of section 7 of the Ccal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1 957 (20 of 1957) and published in the Gazette of Indji,, Pnrt-11. Scction-3. 
sub-section (ii), dated the 30th June, 1990 ond subsequently amended vie'e notification No. S-O. 2000, dated 
thel4thJune, 1991 and published in the Gazette of India, Part-11, Section 3, sub-section (ii), dated the 20th July. 
1991, the Central Government gave notice of its intention to acquire the lands and rights in the locality specified in 
the Schedule annexed to that notification; 

And whereas the competent authority in pursuanc'e of Section 8 of the said Act has made bis report to the 
Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government after considering the report aforesaid and after consulting the Go¬ 
vernment of Madhya Pradesh is satisfied that 

(a) the lands measuring 153.745 hectares (approximately) or 379.90 acres (approximately) described in 
Schedule ‘A’ appended hereto; and 



18, lH9,i/tn^27, I9l4 
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(b) the rights to rame, quarry, bore, dig and search for, win, work and carry away minerals in the lands 
measuring 1116 291 hectares (approximately) or 27^8 35 acres (approMmately) deser,bed in Schedule 
‘B’ appended hereto, should be acquired 

Now, therefore, m exercise of the powers conlened by sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Coal Bearing Aras 
(Acquisition and Development) Act. 1957 (20 ol 1957), the Central Government hereby declares that 

(a) the lands measuring 153 745 hectares (approximately) or 379 90 acres (approximately) described m the 
said Schedule ‘A', and 

(b) the I’ghls to mine, quarry, bsrc, dig and search lor wm. woik and enny away minerals m the lands 
measuring 1116 291 hectares (approximately) or 2758 35 acres (appiox’mately) described in the said 
Schedule ‘B' arc hereby acqu.red 

The plan bearing No SECL/BSP/ACMC/LFR/LAND/84 dated 14th December, 1990 of the area covered 
by this notification mav be inspected in the Ofl'ice of the Collector, Surguja (Madhya Pradesh) or in the Ofllce 
ofthe Coal Controller,!, Council House Street, Calcutta or m the Offlccofthe SouthLastern Coalfields Limited 
(Revenue Section), Scepat Road. Bilaspui-495001 iMadhya Piadesn) 

TIIL schedule ‘A’ 

GIRIJAPUR BLOCK 
BAIKUNTHPUR AREA 
DISTRICT-SURGUJA (MADHYA PRADESH) 

Revenue Land 
Block-1 
All R-gnts 


Si, Name of Village 

Patwari 

Tahsil 

District 

Area m 

Rcmaiks 

No 

Halka 

number 



Hectares 


1. Khond 

27 

Baikunthpur 

Surguja 


part 

2 Sorga 

27 

Baikunt hpur 

Surguja 


part. 




Total ;— 

97.639 hectares 

Forest Land 






Compartment No 


Range 

Division 

Area m 
hectares 

Remarks 

1 472(P), 473(P), 479(P) and pro- 

Ba ikunthpur 

Korea Forest 

28 667 


tec ted forest (P) 



Division 



2. 215(P),218(P) 


Sutajpur 

South Surguja 

1 U5 



Division- 

Total 29 792 hectares 


Grand Total — 


12 7 431 hectares (approximately) 
OR 314 88 acres (approximately) 


Plot numbers acquired in village Khond (part) 

48 56(P), 57to90,9l(P),92tol24,125/1,125/2,125/3, 126,131/1 (t).(P), 131/1 (w)(P), 131/1 (si) (P> 132, 133, 
380 (P),38l(P).382(P), 383 to 422, 423(P), 425/4, 427, 428(P). 429 to 433, 434(P), 435, 436(P), 437/7(Pt, 439/l(P), 
439/2. 440, 454 to 456, 498(P), 499(P), 500(P), 501(P), 502(P) 734. 

Plot numbers acquired m village Sojga (part), 

131,132(P), 136(P), 137(P). 148(P). 149 to 165, 166(P). 167 to 170, 186(P). 

BuUiidaty Description :— 

p _0 _fq_M_^L—K— : Lmj starts from psint ‘P’m vilUgc Khond and passes along the common oounuaiy 
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G—F 

F_FI—F2-~F3 ; 

F3—F4—F5—F6—F7— ; 
P9 


area acquired under jnining rights blotk-TT and meets at pt-ml ‘F’. 

Line passes along the common boundary area acquired under jiiming i ighF bic ck-ll” 
and meets at point ‘F3’. 

Lute passes m reserve, forest through forest compartment numbers 2iS, 473, 479, 
215,479 then through forest Compartment numbers 479,215, 473,218 and meets 
at point 'P9'. 


P9-.E3-E2—LI 


El—E—D~C—B—A 
A—Y—X-W 


Line passes along the common bouitury area atqmred under mining rights ( BIock-I 
and meets at point '£’ 

lane passes along the eominon boundary area acquired under mining lights (Block-l) 
and meets at point ‘A’ 

Line passes m village Khoin' along the south-western boundry of plct numbers 
67 69, 70, 406, then enter in village Sorga along the western bouncaiy if ploi 
number 131 then through plot numbers 132, 136 137 and southern boundary of 
plotnumbei 148 then through plot number 148, 166, 186 and meets at point ‘W' 


W—V_U_T—S—R --Q—P Line passes in viUge Sorga thiou,!ih plot number I 86 a ml eastern be uiii a.ry rt plot 

number 167, 1 70, 169 then enter in vdla.pc Khond and passes along the norihein 
boundary of plot number 430 then thro ugh plot numbers 434,502.501, eastern 
boundary of plot numbers 500, 498 then through plol numbers 498, 500, 499, 

437/7, 436. 439/1, western boundary of plot number 439/1 thtU through plot number 
428 then northern boundry of plot number 425/4, eastern boundary of plot num¬ 
bers 422/1,422/2 through plct number 423 along eastern boundary of plot number 
454 and south eastern bound.!ry of plot number 4.54 and meets at the starting point 
‘P’ 


SCHLDULL ‘A’ (continued) 

REVENUE LAND 

block-it 
ALL RIGHTS 


SI. Name of Village 
No. 

Pa.twari 

Halka 

number 

Ta.hsil 

D ■strict 

Area in 
hcctaics 

Remarks 

1. Sorga 

27 

Bvukunlhpui 

Sui I'uja 

1 762 

Part, 

2. Temri 

. 7 

B'’’kunihinir 

Sur;uij 

17 603 

part. 

3. Kh-nl 

27 

B ' kunthpur 

.‘-'i.r'iija 

6 949 

part. 


Total 1 — 


26 314 hecta res \ a ppn >ximately) 
OR 65 02 a.crcs (approximately) 


Plot mjrabers acquired m village Sorga (part) 

I(P), 5(P). 7(P),96(P),97(P). 

Plot numbrs acquired in village Temri (part). 

33(,P), 34, 35, 36, 37(P), 38. 39, 40, 41,42. 43. 44, 45. 46 47, 48. 49. .50, P). 5i(P), 52. 53 54(P). 55(P). 66(P). 67(P). 
68 , 69(P), 130(P). 

Plot numbers acquired 'U village Khond (part ) 

23fP), 24(PL25(P). 26(P), 27,28,29, 33/1,33/2.34, 35, 36(P), 44(P), 45,46( P), 47(P), 51 (P), 750/30(P). 70/23, 750/29 
(P), 750/l(P). 

Boundary Description — 

Ml—N1 —^A1—B1—Cl Line starts from poinGMI' in village Sorga and passes along the common boundary 

area .acquired under mining rights (Block-ll) and meets at point ‘CL, 

Cl —Dl —El—FI —HI. Line passes .along thecommon bound ary area acquired under mining rights (Bloc t-11) 

.and meets at pomi ‘HI’. 

Line passes in vilt.rge Sorga through plot numbers 5, 97, 96 then 96. 97, 5 and meets 
at the starting point ‘Ml 


HI—II—Jl—Kl—LI—Ml 
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SCHEDULE 
GlRlJAPUR BLOCK 
BAlfCUNTHPUR AREA 
district SURGUJA (MADHYA ["RADhSlD 

Re\ciiue l,; nd 
Block-T 
Minine Rij:hts 


SI. Name of Vdl.icc 

Patwe.ri 

Tahsd 


Disi riel 

Area in 

Remarks 

No. 

Halka 




hectare- 



num her 






1, Klmnd 

27 

Baikiinthpur 


Surguja. 

23.122 

pari. 

2. Sorga 

27 

Paikuiithpui 


Surgiija. 

9.61 1 

part 

3. Temri 

27 

BaTunthpui 


Suiguja 

37.373 

part. 





Tct.'l : — 

70.106 

hectares 

Foiest Land 







SI. Compartment number 

Range 


Division 

Area in 

Remarks 

No. 





hectares 


1. 472(P), 473(P), 474. 475 and 

Baikuntlipur 


Kc rca 

229.654 


protected forest (P), 







2. :(8(P) 


Surajpur 


South Suiguja 

8,250 





Total 


2 , 37 .904 hectare.s 

Grand Total .— 




308 01 hectares (approximately) 





OR 

761 .09 acres (approximately) 



Plot numbers acquired in village Khond (part.) 

lto22 23(P), 24(P),29/1(P), 30. 31,32, 36(P). 37 to 43. 44iP). 46iP), 47l P), 49(P). 50, ?1(P). 52. to 55 56/1 91(P't, 
750/l(P). 750/2 to 750/22, 750/24 to 750/28, 750/29(P). 7.50/30<P). 

Plot numbers acquired in village Sorgu (part). 

1{P), 2, .1, 4(P). 3(P\ 6(P), 7(P), 8(P) 

Plot numbers acquired in village Tcmari (part) ; 


), 2, .3, 4. 5(P), 6(P), 7(P): 8(P), 13iP). 1 5(P), 1 7 , 18 J 9,20(P). 21(P), 22(P), 23 to 29, 30(P), 31, 32, 33(P).37(P),50iP) 
SUP), S4(p), 55, 56, 57-.39I 58(P), 6:(P), 63(P), 64(P), 65. 66(P) 67(P). 69vP). 70, 7)(P), 72. 73(P), 74(P), 130tP) 

Boundary Description — 


A -Ml 

MI_NI—A1--BI—Cl 

Cl—Dl—LI -'FI—HI 
HI -PI5—P14—P13—P12 


Line starts from point ‘A and passes in village Sorpa through plot numbers 4, 5 
and meet at the point ‘Ml’ 

Line passes m village Sorga. through plot numbers 5, 6, 14 then enters in village 
Khond passes through plot numbers 47, 46, 51,44, 36 northern boundary of plot 
numbei 33/1 then through plot numbers 29/1, 24 23. 750/1, 750/'30, 750/29 and 
meets at point ‘Cl'. 

Line passes in vi.lagc Temuri through plot numbers 33. 130, 37, 69, 67, 66, 54, 55, 
51, 50 then passes in village Sorga through plot numbers 7, Sand mcctsat point ‘HI’. 
Lmc passes in village Sorga tliiough plot numbers s, 8 then enter in village Temuri 
through plot numbers 58. 62, 64, 63, 72, 74. 71. 37, 130, 30, 21,22,20, 13, 20, 16, 
8, 7, 6, 5, then through reserve forc.st compartment numbers 475, 474 and meets 
at point ’P12’. 
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SCHEDULE—B (continued) 

PI2—PI 1 —PIO—P9 Line passes tliiough lorest compartment numbers 474, 2J 8 and mcetj at point T9'. 

P9—EJ - E2—LI Lute passes till 0 ugh reserve forest compartment numbers '*18 473, 472 then 

through protected forest and meets at point ‘ET. 

El —1.—D—C—B—A Line passes through protected forest then enters in village Khond through plot 

numbers 75.3 western boundary of plot numbers 93,92, 90 and through plot numbers 
91,56 then along western boundary of plot numbers 57, 58, 48, 67 ano meets at the 
starting point ‘A’. 

Revenue Land 

Block-II 

Mining Rights 


Si. Name of Village Patwari 

No Halka 

number 

Tahsil 

District 

Area m 
hectares 

Remarks 

1. Khond 27 

2. Badsara 8 

Baikunthpur 

Surajpur 

Surguja 

Surguja 

54.448 

22.636 

Part 

Part 



Total 

77.084 


Forest Land 





SI. Compartment number 

No. 

Range 

Division 

Area in 
hectares 

Remarks 

1. 472(P), 473(P) and protected 
Forest (P). 

Baikunthpur 

Korea 

151.486 


2. 215(P), 217(P), 218(P), 219(P), 
220(P) and Protected Fofest (P) 

Surajpur 

South Surguja 

579.711 




Total :— 

731.197 hectares 


Grand Total ;— 

OR 

808.281 hectares (approximately) 
1997.26 acres (approximately) 



Plot numbers acquired in village Khond (part) ; 

127 to 130, 131(P), 134 to 138, 139(P), 140 to 147, 148/4, 148/5(P), )48/6(P), 149 to 167, 168(P), 169(P), 170 to 
172, 173(P), 174, 175, 176, 177(P), 178(P), 179(P), 189(P), 190(P). 191(P), 192 to 201, 202(P), 203, 204, 205(P), 206, 
207, 208(P), 209,219(P), 223(P), 245, 246,247(P), 361(P), 363(P). 364(P). 365(P), 367(P), 368 to 379, 380(P), 381(P), 
382{P). 457(P), 458(P), 459, 460(P), 753. 

Plot numbers acquired in village Badsora (part). 

UP). 


Boundary Description ;— 

P„0—N—M—L—K— 
G-F. 


F—FI—F2—F3. 


Line starts from point T’ in village Khond and passes along the western boun¬ 
dary of plot number 375 through plot numbers 382, 381, 380 western boundary of 
plot numbers 379, 371/2, 135 then southern boundry of plot number 134 then 
passes through plot number 131/I«r, I3t/1T, 131/I*, southern boundary of plot 
number 127 then western boundary of plot numbers 127, 128 through plot number 
753 then through Protected through Forest, Reserved Forest, compartment 
number 472 then through protected forest and meets at point ‘F’. 

Line passes tlirough protected forest then reserved forest compartment number 
472, 473, 218 and meets at point '23'. 







['TT'r n-uT 3(ii)] 
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F3—P6—P5—P4-P1 


P3—P2—PI—P 


trni'TTPrTsr vwrf is, i9»2«Tr'Tr?/ 27 , i9i4 

Line pa'^ses thronph re^enx forest compartment mirnPrrs 218, 213, 217, 219, 220 then 
turns southern direction through reserve forest compartment number 220, Protected 
Forest 220, 219 then enters in village Badsaru through plot number 1 and meets 
at point T3’. 

Line passes in village Badsara through plot number 1 then in village Khond through 
plot number 202, 247, 205. 208, 205, 219, 205, 223, 191, 190. 189, 173, 178, 177, 
179, 169,168.361,148/3,363. 148/5, 139.362,364,356,367,459,460,459,458,457 
and meets at the starting point ‘P'. 


[No. 43015/2/89-LSW] 
B.B, RAO, Under Secy. 


»rf5-'W 

sn.wr. 1900 •--*trpt ^ {trfbo g ipfm, isoe 

% »nri-2, ^T'3,(li) it 'jrs »T. 4707 Tt JtTtOrtT wrm 
mwrr wf Jtorrsnr (rbmr Orstm) oh w tt g 

2809 ?(rftV 1 1 1990 h — 


^ gmlT. 

gf 4 g 

4 : WTg qr 

g| 

4707 

s 

4. 

4 ? 


5 

3 yr 


4707 

4 

gy_.gy./ggg/ 

gy.gr gg/ 





4707 

1 

gggrxr 

qtiggTT 

gtr^fy 

2 

grtrfy 

g'fttfy 


3 

arfy 



4 

ifMtqrfT 

^ygyqin 


s 

5 xtfy 

fcgy 


a 

5^ 


4707 

1 

qjW 

gvgy 

«Tx»fy 4 r gyg 





2 

gnt jtgy, tifgniT, 

mg yyfy, irsft- 



■ggy g itqrt: sntfr 

qm, g irtgrr 



t sfiT gig ggy ghx 

ggfy 1 »ftt; mg 



-.V A- 

WTrar 

T# jftx rfyrfy 


3 

Srqr, wgttfy, 

gxysfy, 



gggm 

qgggxT 


[g 43013 /l 4 / 90 -gg tpa fOtsi] 
^.ift xrT, rm gPrg 


CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 8th July, 1992 

S.O, 1960,—In the nctiflcatlon of the Government of India 
in the late Ministry of Energy (Department of Coal) S.O. 
No, : 2809 dated the 11th Octoto, 1990, published at 
page 4708 of Gazette of India, Part-II, section 3, sub-section 
(iO, dated the 3rd November, 1991 at page 4708 

(t) in column 1, in line 8 , for ‘‘respect’ read "prospect”. 

(2) In the Schedule 

(a) in line 20 for “acreas" read ‘‘acres”., 

(b) in the boundary description, 

. in A-B, (or ’pad! read ‘podl’. 


(li) in C-D, 

for "Bandhi" read ‘Barodhi’ 

(ni) in D-A, 

for ‘Berdhi’ read 'Barodhi'. 

[No. 430]3|14|90-LSW] 
B, B, RAO, Under Secy, 

ifK jtTfPftt nq- rfarsriT 
wt 4 HJIT, 1992 

qg. wr. 1901 ; ifr»5 rrtgrr h glr wprsr 

qtgqgrfg (t^fg h ^gdlir % ttfuartT vr w*g) wfsnitrg, 1992 
(1962 Tt 50 ) gh um 3 gww ( 1 ) % srtfpT armr sftr 

gTTg % Twqff «Trg-2, v’t-s, nvn (ii) ijej natfig ivna 

h 17 83 if ggrPird gtrg grgrt, g^lPrgg stit qrfPtg ng ner- 
gg ^ gftrgggr 49 . err. 1033, grthi ij 1991 girt 
tri wrgtjggr it rtgoT g gfiTg 4 tr gfilnfg Itrh 

^ ggh ttRR th eV <ft; 

'iftr %nfrg nT<Pn: % sgnt it g(; stmt ggr I fc Traqg h 

■m i JTgrgq h igrg afh: ijser sjFpf iifr atPfqit 

ggfbiTt 5^ t; 

gg: gg g’rgirr ^ rrfuPrgg ift urrr j gfy ^trnr 

(i) am jitA gfhtQ) Tr treVg nrh jg, it giqig 

h fmqrfg'ri'i grfigq airgy 5 

"jn gggr 1739 - *tn iita % Pmr gwr 7/11 % r.jrg 
mig 6 gfg ‘‘9’’ % wgg gT " 92” 
qt I 

f^r g«gr 7/18^ Jtrgh Htrn 5 % 

gpf “0" % rgrg qr “k” qi 1 

wrg j Ppgr gear '‘7/22” 4 : 

wrm qg "7/23" q| 1 

iTgf gglftjd Pfstt gwt 7/23 4 ? ttrgg 

rtmt 5 k gbf "7'’ 4 r rgur qx''—” 

q^ I 

ggt Bgtftra fVrtr ttwr 7/25% grgh 
Tsirg « 4 : ^ “05" 4 t Xgnr gr 
"ss" q^l 

gwtr 17.19 *fg «ibt 4 f fipgr gegt 4s/i, “49/2'' 
gg 49/9 4 t grgh 4 ?iriT 7 4 t iffig 
“0” gg "a” 4 : rgrg qr gmsT: ‘‘ns” , 

"9” g? ”95” q| 

fVrn 4 ggr 4 a/13 # grgh rrm 7 % 
fisT^ ttggr R wi gr "33' 
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I IVti' Tjrrt ri ^ 
h % ^rSr "fr tj" '‘r." fiT i 

frsfr 717 ^ 'rm'^ 7 ^ 

" ■ih" % rtfriT iTt "2(5" I 

'jt5»mr i 7 4(( Brsrfr i:rT t ^ rp'Tr 

^wr'',5e 2 / 2 n 2 ''%P!TT^'TT " 1(5 2 / 2 ft/ i" 

Tf I 

7C5»T»Bfr 174 1 rrr^ V ^-icrr :i #r ;ir% 

iTWr '■«' 5 ftj" 4 F "ftW 'Tt ‘‘tjftt,/ l" <Tf I 

TKS »i«iTr 1 7 4 2 ■ KflSfRf iT«>Tr 7l/l7 ^ 

'Tr^T'T *=fttr (5 % ;rt^ w^n ^rwr ^ 
«rr^ "Tt " 14 " qf^ I 
T^'TRF TrtT T *fHT 2 % ;ifr% 

Orafr rrmr ^ ^rr^r 12 : ".{ft" 

Tt I 

i ^ {rFin ^^-Cf f^'Tt H9vr 

if: rjT ■' 1 k" ni I 

^C3 liwf 17 4.5. ?T<ip5r itN % fV?rf jjm a 1/1 % 

»frw’a ft % tfW " t” % '^'TR ‘Tt 

"2" ft? I 

ft:«rr iTwr s a/1 % ftWft 7 

% “s'l” ^ 2«rrft ftr "sa” tY i 

fttt 5 JTwrr 17 50 . Tift if: f%^r ftiftr 101/15 % 

hrV 8 % 'fraf “a" ^ wtft ft 2 

“ai" fti I 

ftiftf 1751 - ftiTft tjtft if; fftriTf aaiff 7/11, 7/12 

Tft 7/1.0 if: TTRft fiwr i; % ifp? 
"07", “,18" "(Ifl” % Wfft ftT 
“.la”, ‘‘(17'' tTw ‘‘o«" fti i 
*ft7*r :t ftw wtf^r Praft fV'rr 
% wrft ftr "4" fti I 

ftss ?rari 17 5 2 ftrR fttr ?; 2 % ifHr ‘' 511 / 241 " 

^ WH ftft- "fH\l‘U” ft? I 
N;*rr ftUfti Ti/ s ^ itmi 4«44r 5 fe 
''fft-n;" i: «fift ftr ‘'5" fti 1 

ftiri; TTWl, 17 52 f-W 1 i: ft|R fttftf ifr ftR "ftftr ftRTt" 

ir iftfR ftT ^ir ftnrri" ft? i 
ftfti wiftfVft "ftif ftniTT ftN % OniTf 
ftlftf 5/22 if; ifif 

“7" if; Wfft ftT "—" ft? I 

tpi wr 17 55- ft^ ftifft4 %5 ntft % fVsrr wwr 07/21 

i: TftiftT fi i: if? "-” % wift 

ftT "so",ft? I 

IJSS WTf 17 5« ft^ TPTft ire fttft i; fftTlftl iWT 

1.fti/14 ft? 13 1 / 1 6 #; ffRi T^lWft 

ft ir iW “ 91 ” i^«t “ 47 ’' ifr ^r ftr 

laww: ”14’' crii "28” ftf' I 
TiT4ft 3 i; it? ftim iwir ''88 4" % 
WIT ftT “6«ft’' ft?' I 
If^reTTft ftfft % 3 % it? '‘4«/ 

rt.ft” % WTft ftft " 48/8/3" ft?'I 

ft?SftIftnTfttft%rfttfff iuft’ S»/24/ '2 
ftfi? 5 % it? “3" ?r wfft' 

fti; "2" ft? I 
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W*ftr l/5ft ■^ITftT ftlT i fTftr TTftftr 'ft'"’! 4 

ftlftft 1 T iR "21 ft: 

ftT " ft? I 

fipiftr RftiT 21 /17 rrftii/lS ^ itTC? 
TOTff 5 ft; it? "—” “ 1 4" ? TftR 

ftT ^ftiT " 1 1 " fti “ t" ft? I 

■^4 ?JTf 1 7 80 ftiftft ft.'T ft; i^iR 1 ft; ftr? fntf 

?ftftr ‘‘.llfi/ll/l" ? “TR ftT "2 I 8/ 
12 / 1 " fti I 

Tft-R 1 ? ftr? fTftr ftftftr ", 11/24 2 ’ 

? Tftift ftT “3 1 (,/ 2S/ 2 ” ft? I 

OfTfifr ftwr ., 27 / 5/1 ? ftRft ’TiR 
.5 <8 ftV? ' 1 " ? *irft ftT "—" fti 1 
RiTT .1 ? if? fTftT iftftr '' 22 . 5 / 92 " 

?. Rift ftT “3 21'/?/ 2 " fti I 

ftftf TiriT ft ftcfti.T ftfftt iftiftRi ftftraft ^fTf fftifti ftii p- 
fjftin ftfff ’ftOr ift iarfffj;^ftftr ? ftRi (arT ^-r % irur I'ftft 
4? *071- ftfti ^jfft ? ftijif ftr fftiir ftR ?, ftf TfR^ift ifOr ? ri 
pj ftT l>tir wPsTTr^; ? wf'ftft fV-rarri? ORa- 2 ft; wPtirftftft wTi 

urrr 5 4 fr ■ftfturrr (1) ? fftiffit ? (tnSft hit ; 

*ft6dt4:3TT:— ?ft iftrfffjftftr ? itrr iitf?i ftm ? fttft 
frari iftftr ft siftftift ftft ftRft t't: ftfaroftw ?r nirr 5 ?t Tft- 

‘ifftf ( 1 ) ? fftJait ? ftftftrT, ^ftfftft fftft ar'f ftiai nRpEf wfo- 

ftftftl ?f ftNftf arftfti ?t ftWR a^Tirr nftft Tf ftRiij it ftfTTft 

5tit i 

[iflfF-jini 5 / 4 / 92 - 3,1 wr 1] 

T^titft %5, stftT ^ffaift 

MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS 
New Delhi, the 4th June, 1992 

S.O. 19901.—Wheieas by ihe notification of the Govern¬ 
ment of India in the Ministry of iP'otroleum and Chemicals 
(Department of Petroleum and Natural Gas) No. S.O. 1053 
and 1054 dated the 25th March, 1991, published in the 
Gazette of India, Part IT Section 3, Sub-section (ii), at page 
1763 to 1790, and 1806 to 1823 respectively, issued under 
wub-sc(ftion (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 
(50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the 
Central Government gave notice of its intention to acquire 
the lands specified in the Schedule appended to that notifi¬ 
cation; 

And whereas, it has been brought to the notice of the 
Central Government that certain errors of printing nature 
have occurred in the publication of the said notification in the 
Gazette; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby amends the Schedule appended to the 
said notifications as follows : 

at page 1764, in village Decg, in column 6, against killa 
no. 25, for "17” read "12” In column 7, t.gainst 
killa no, 21 for "02” read "03", in column 4, for 
killa no. “25”, "1” read "25/1”; 

at page 1763, in village Dceg, in column 3, for killa 
no, “1, 11” read “21|1", in village Habri, in column 
2, for killa no, "353” read "335”; 

at page 1768, in village Barsana, in column 4, against 
Idlla no, 12. for ”3” read "0”; 

at page 1769, in village Barsana, in column 3, for klUa 
no. “2|1” read ”2111”, in column 2, for must no. 
"233" read "223"; 

at page 1772, in village Pundri, ip column 3, for must 
no. "20" read "201”; 


>^5 ftwr 1 7 58 : 





vTKir^^rTRrtrsr^^rrf 18, i992?rrm?/2 7, i9i4 
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at page 1777, in village Narad, in column 3, must no. “37” 
shall be omitted; 


sfaPnrTT # skt 2 # ^^sikt 


at page 1780, in village Bhaini Majra in column 6 
against killa no. 711, foi “13” read “12”,, in column 7, 
against must no. 117, for “87’ read ‘■77 ’, in village 
Patti Kayath Sethr, m column 3, for must no “18” 
read ”19'’; 


at page 1781, in ullage Pathi Kayath Seth, in column 3, 
must no. ‘ 24 ’ shall be omitted, in column 6, under 
must no. 50, against killa no. 20, for “4’ read ‘'9”, 
in column 5, under must no. 68, against killa no lo’ 
the figure “3” shall be omitted; 

at page 1782, in village Pathi Kayath Seth, in column 7, 
™der must no. 122 against killa no. 3, for “6” read 

O.Z' j 


at page 1787, in village Siwan, in column 3, for must 
■. 10 . “258” read “285”; 


at page 1789 in village Sikan, in column 7, under must 
no. 451, against killa no. 23, for ”61” read ‘16”; 

at page 1807, in village Pabana Hasanpur, in column 5 
against killa no. 14, for ‘81’ read ‘8’; 


at page in village Pabana Hasanpur, against killa 

/irJ.;’ 7, insert ‘2’, against killa 

no. 12957, in column 7, insert ‘D’; 


at page 1816, in village Alavala, against killa no. 6019 
m column 8, for ‘56’ read ‘65’; 


1 snr 4:1 sttrPr tfff a ^ ^ rq r % 


’rear 19 28 


■ps ?reifr 1929 


ti®rr 1932 


^ ffWr 1933 


^ "jrrerr’’^ fsrprqT 

''’r3;?TT’' qf 1 

I ^ jrta' % qr’T 

% ^s>n?r qr “iff ireror 

mf" qi 1 

f%?rT 12/1 % 3 % 

"le” % ? 2 rre qr “is” qf t 

q«rr nWEra ##1 q# qtq ^ 

f%?rr 12 / 17 % qrq% “ 12 " 
% wre qq; “2” qf 1 

qtq % f+xi qqifT “ 1 sj 3" % 

6 “ 1 ” % 

qq; “ 12 " q%' 1 

trerer qqf qR % f%qr q«qr 47/4 
% qTq% 5 % q)% “ 51 ” 

% FTPT qq “ 5 ” qf 1 


at page 1817, in village Jalmana, against killa no. 48116 
in column 4, for ‘1’ read ‘o’; ’ 

atpage 1819, in village Karsa Chor, in column 2, for 
ktlla no. ‘18|25,1’ read ‘18|25|I’; 

''iii^ge Karsa Chor, against killa no. 
29/24, in column 8, for ‘8’ read “88’, against 
killa no. 45(11, in column 8, for ‘42’ read ‘52’; 

at page 1821 in village Rugsana, in column 3 for killa 
no. ‘64|15|1’ read ‘64|14|1’; 

at page 1822, in village Rugsana, against killa no. 91il2, 
m column 7, insert ‘4’ and in column 8, insert 
55’ against killa no. 91113|1, in column 5, for 
‘18’ read ‘I9‘, against killa no. 100I521, in columns, 
for ‘19’ read ‘91’. 

Any person interested in any land in respect of w'hich 
the above amendment has been issued, may within twenty one 
days of the issue of this notification, object to the acquisi¬ 
tion of the whole or any part of the said land or any ri^t 
m the over such land in terms of sub-section (1) of section 5 
of the said Act. 


^ ^q *r fqq^i qreq qq^o q?fm ^irfy fvn qqr | 
sqfqq ?q irfir^qqr % qrfl fq^r 3n% % fq%tq firq 
% qmr qqq qfq % qr qrq %, qr qqq ^ ^q 
% qr fq qq fwl qfsmq % STfapr f%tr % fro qqq 
qfafqqq arq 5 qqqirr ( 1 ) % fqqaqf % qqqre: srr^ 
qr? q%qT i 

iq«€tTqw ; —J^%qp qftr^qqr % srp qqtfer qre % qw, 

f%qT qsqr q ^qqwT qrqq qfafqqq %)■ 

HITT 5 qqmqT (1) % fqq^ % 

fqq qqq *Rfsr pf^iqqr qfqqt 
5rqqr qqqsp qr^ 5 tt% qrtrqr % qrTwt 
fpff I 

[PIT- 31015 / 4/9 2-3tt 

fqqjq fq?, ^43 qlqq 

New Delhi, the 4th June, 1992 


EXPLANATION: 

In reject of the lands, killa numbers area amended 
through this notification only, the said period of twenty one 
days in terms of sub-section (I) of section 5 of the said Act 
starts running from the date the copies of this notification 
are made available to the public after its publication in the 
official Gazette. 

fNo. R-3I015/4/92-ORI] 
KULDIP SINGH, Under Secy. 


S.O. 1902—Whereas by the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Chemicals (Depart¬ 
ment of Petroleum and Natural Gas) No. S.O. 1147, dated 
the 25th March, 1991, published in the Gazette of India, 
Part H, Section 3, Sub-section (ii), at page 1941 to 1951, 
issued under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinatfer referred to as the said 
Act), the Central Government gave notice of its intention to 
acquire the lands specified in the Schedule appended to that 
notification; 


q^ 4 19 9 2 

qq.qT. 1902•'—% ^^ffqqq 3^ gfqq qifq- 
qnpT (qfq Jf qqqbr % qrfaqqq: qq srsfq) q f q fiqq , 1902 
(1962 qq 50) Erm 3 q?yqqEnTr(i) % qqf) sfh: 
qrtq % <M9«t qrq-a, wre’-a, qq^ (ii) qss qreqfqr 1927 
% 1940 % q^iftrq hkp qqqqq, ^^)#rqq afk srrlqqr % 
q?qqiq %)■ srfegqqr qq.qr. 1147 , qift^ 20 unsr, 1991 
5TO, % q'Enq % qfwq *[fq qq qfqqf’r 

»PT?r % qrq?r qrrwq fqqrtfl <ft; 

sflT %Rlq qqqqq % sqpr ir qg ^frqr qqr ^ f% qqqqs *1 
q w irfHfqqr % smsrq t ^ afh: qrq qrfqqq 

qqffqqt |f 

1726 GI/92—5 


And, whereas, it has been brought to the notice of tlm 
Central Government that certain errors of printing nature 
have occurred in the publication of the said notification in 
the Gazette; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
subsection (11 of Section 3 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby amends the Schedule appended to the 
said notification as follows : 

at page 1941, in village Kheri Gulam Ali, in column 3, 
for killa no. ‘4/44” read ”4/24’, against killa no. 
5(9, in column , for “9” read “1”, against killa no. 
12/25, in column 7, insert “9”, in column 8, for 
“936” read “36”; 

at page 1944, in column I, for the village name "Saned- 
pur” read “Janedpur”; 
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at page 1945, in village Ladana Chakku, against killa 
No. 24/24/2, in column 7, insert 10, in column K, 
insert “37" for blank; 

at page 1946, in village Ladana Chakku, in column 3, 
for killa No, “85/91“ read “85/19” ; 

at page 1951, in village kasore, against killa No. 142, 
in column 5, for “3" read “8” against killa No. 
156, in column 5, for "O" read “6". 

Any per.son interested in any land in respect of which the 
above amendment has been issued, may within twenty one 
days of the issue of this nolilication, object to the acquisition 
of the whole or any part of the said land or any right in 
or over such land in terms of sub-section 11) of Section 5 
of the said Act. 

EXPLANATION : 

In respect of the lands, killa numbers and area amended 
through this notification only, the said period of twenty one 
days in terms of siihnsection (1) of section 5 of the said Act 
starts running from the date the copies of this notification 
arc made available to the public after its publication in the 
Official Gazette. 

fNo. R-31015/4/92-OR-I] 
KULDIP SINGH, Uflder Secy. 

wfl Tst 

=Tf 4 1992 

fi tTT. 19 0 Jr i?5dwr rIt wfJrr tm- 

HiTtr (sjffr if umftn % trfhw <r#T) trErSFnr, i962 

( 1962 'FT 50) «T7T 3 iHiarTT (i) % 3rnff mTc 

sTrrrr % stt't— 2 , wos—.i, (ii) ijns Tfwr 

4470 if 4476 4481 if 4483 Sf ST^rfiirT TTry HWTi, 

'T^fknm si!.Pi*h i(n tfai'fii ^ 'fio^tto 26S3 , 

1.1 1990 Jrri tr aTftrfsrTr ir 

if ’ffir 'FT trfkiTi!5 «ft^ Kmntr nff ^^rt ^ 'ft; 

3T3t %qfliT nWT % StTET if FTTRT ntTr I ftF TIRSW if 

RgrT nfsrgnnr % stofr ft ftyiR srV sr^fft ?:fn'w 

'iFrfft'rtjf f; 

trrr: trir %i9ftiTFrTw FTfErfftarT 'ift uitt 3 >ift Trsirr 
1 IT'T STFT nrftffitft TT Tnftn yrrft Jtr, ^ TTfffriRnT ftFr»A 
li'd^sO if fftwTffrftR ftvfftPT 'FTtft ^ ■ 

ftWT 4471 iFl^ ft- fftRT ftW 142/9 ft JTTnft 
‘‘g” ftftfft "7'',ftFTFr Tt: ''7 7” 9^' I 

^4«HI TIW ft fftFTT ftWTT 9 5/24 ft TTTnft r^VT 5 ft ftlft ''T’ 
ft wm Tt: “ u" if I 

fftOTT ftWT " 95 / 35 " ft nmft ZTTFTT 6 ft ftlftf ". 5 ” ft FTTT 

ITT ”85'' "if I 

WTFW 3 ft ftrft f'FHT ftW "96/25” ft PITR Tt "96/24”' 

if I 

ffttTT 1 01/5 ft Rmft ?dFST 4 ft #fft ‘'13” ft TRET 

^X ''—■' "Tt I 

fftFTT TfWTT 104/4 ft ^rnift l=TrWT "s” lift ''e" ftftfft "oi” 

qft " 77 ” ft WET TF rpw: " 4 ” l^ft “ 55 " irif I 

fftFTT tmr 104 /.5 ft HWft WWT 4 Eft ".s" ft frfftrftf 

ft WR- IT ‘‘i” 17ft '‘77” ( 

fftOTT TEW 105/1 ft TrrmT TdF»T 5 oft '‘6"ftRfft frfftTfftf 

ft WR 97: wur; ‘‘i" Eft “77” 9 ^ I 


Tfsar 4473 EtR ftfwr tfw 144/l2tlft 233/lS 
ft TTTR^ FRFig ,1 ft dfft '-13” Eft ''18'' ft WR 97 "—“ 
er' ‘‘—" 9 | I 

fftm ftw 1 95 / 1 8 ft RrRft TRW 5 ft ftfft ‘‘ 1 3 " ft WTR 
97 ‘‘ 12 " 9i 1 

IT'S ftw 4 47.1 T^RV Si'TRftfft'TT RW 248/1 ft RIRR 
IcTUR 4 ft ftfft 1 1 ” ft WTR 97 ‘‘— ' 9i I 

fftRI Rltar 2 6l/2 5ftRTRft WR 6 ft ftlft “ 4 5 ” ft WTR 
97 ‘‘ 6 5” 9T I 

fRtTT RW 268/ 1 8 ft RTRR tnTR 4 ft iffft ''18" ft WTR 

97 "—'' 9 ^ I 

ffttn ftw 279/17 ft niRR TRW 5 ft ftrft ‘‘ 1 " ft wtr 

97 " 4 ” 9? I 

IJ'S TTW 4474 IJRT 'iTR ft TRW 3 ft ftVft fftRT ftW 
''44'' ft TRTR 9T ” 404 " Tf I 

rrf7 RtR ft TRW 3 ft :ffft fftiRT rfW ''2 5 4/l” ft TRTR 
RT '‘ 254 / 19 ” 9^ I 

ijra TTW 44 75 TTR7 q-faf ft pp:»T 3 ft Hfft‘'239/T’ft 
FRTR 9T ■'259/;" ii I 

fft*TT TfRUT 296/7 ft RETR TRW 8 ft iffft “ 9 " ft T"TrR 97 
'' 91 " 97 I 

ftriRT TTRiTT 296/15/1, 293/15/2 Ifft 296/16/1 ft TTTRft 
TRTR 6 ft 'ffft WTr. “ 7 ", “ 4 ’'. tfft '‘14” ft WTR T7 “—” 

‘—” Eft "—’’ 9^ I 

fftW TiW 297/22 ft RTRft TRFTT 4 ft iffft ''28” ft T*TTR 
97 “ 2 " 9^ I 

R'W 4482 RRnrtR >;fR ft fiFRT TEPTF ‘MOS/f/l” ft 
RTRft TRFR ‘‘6” ft Rf% ” 21 ” ft T«rrR 97 "91” 9f I TRfR 3 
ft ftf% fftW »TW ‘‘106 2 " ft tret 97 ‘'IOR/ 2 '' 9f I 

RRT TfTfifhR fftTTT RW 10 6/2 ft RTRft TRW 6 ft Tff% 
"90" ftTRlR 97 " 00 ” 9f I 

fWr TfW 120/7 ft TTET^ TTFR 6 ft ^f%"5'’ ft TRET 97 
" 35 ” 9^ I 

TRTsr 1 if TfiR ft RTR "RIHgltfr” ft WR 97 "RTRRrif” 

9S I 

RUf TTufiraR RTRJnftf nfR ft fftRTTfW 66 ft TTTTTft TRFR 
SftRfR "2”ftTRl'R 97 "oo” 9? I 

RWr 448.1 RirftRTftf rN ft WW 2 ft TflR fWT 
»fW '' 6 O/ 10 ” ftTRET 97 ‘'h'Yio" 9| I 

tW TElfffkrT fftTTT TfW 6/ 1 8 ft TTTTTft TR7TT 6 ft Tffft 
“ 72 ” ft TRET 97 " 82 ” 9? I 

TRW 1 ft iffft jiiR^’ RtR ftt fftTTT FfRql 1 h/i ftf RRiiT 

46 ir jTiTW «fT I 

ftRf ^fir it ^rmff rirr rrtefr TfufhrR 9Trff fftRT nm | 
ffjRR? ftf'S *9ftR ITT «lfil^[RRT ft 9ITff PiriT JTrif ^ TRftfTT 
iftR ft TffR7 RTR igfR ft Tfr^ 9T fftrff »1ET ft, 9T RTR 

if RT w 97 fftrff TTfirWT ft fftt; iRTir ft fRR9 



I’lit’i U- ^ 

^ wftifTEm- "(ft !Tm s itt ^3TOm (i) ^ 

iirr^ Tt »f%Tf, 

?fT % sr’:f ^ ^tk, 

fT^r ^ ^ ^ *l?r HTTT 5 "ft 

(i) ^ ^ ^ 

Cff^I^W Vt ITf^ 

5rf7T:'T frft I 

[iTR:- 3 10 1 5/ 4p 2-3tr. . -ij 

f'T'll'T f'T^, 'TN'^ 

CORRKjHMDUM 
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srfi T^r 

ft?^, 4 19 9 2 

TH RT 190 1 .—^RfiT’: ^ 3iV om- 

■^miiT it ttitVi ^ wRj^ >Fr ?r#^) wf&Pmi, 1902 
( 1902 »PT so) ^r tTRT 3 ^OETTn ( l) ^ ^y>r ^ aflT ^ri2T 
% Tnm RTIT—2, ’TIT 3, 'JW’T (ii) imfK 4932 

4-3 33 il ilflftl'T VnTFT ?1'4TTR, ^f>W<T Si3t aTSfflill i^T iRTmiT 
lir irfffgw >rT. !tt. sosg, 17 i99u hit 

PT uftT^Ti ^r n’T’^ ^ “fT wfarr^w 

jnir iTTiirT iit ifl »fl; 


<ni;a TT TRW :’JHlf 18, 19 92/ffr<ITf 27, 1914 


New Delhi, the 4th June, 1992 

S O. 19o3.—Whereas b> the notification ot ihc Ooycrnmenl 
111 intiia in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas No. 
i O 2683 dated the MO-1990. published in the Gazette 
of India, Part II. Section 3, Sub-section 00> at Section 

4480 and 4483 to 4486, issued under sub-Kctiou fl) 

3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 

Ri^^ht of User in UandJ Act. 1962 (50 of 1962), (hereinafter 

feterleJto as L said Act), the 

notice of its intention to acquire the lands specified m the 
.Schedule appended to that notiUcation; 

And, whereas, it has been brought to the notice 
Central Government that certain errors of prmtmg naWf® 
have occurred in the publication ol the said notification 
the Gazette ; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers co^eired fiy 
suEst^iion 1 of Section 3 of the said Act. the Central 
(Sovenment hereby amends the Schedule appended to the 
said notification as follows; 

at oaae 4477, in village Muuak, against UUa No. 185/ 
^ in column 6, for “85” Twd '-SS’-. a^inst k.lla 
No. 185/20, in column 6, for ‘82 read 25 . 

at page 4478, in village Munak, against klUa No. 234/1, 
in column 5. tor “5” read “3 , m column 3, for 
killa No. “234/21/1” lead “234/211”, ap^st killa 
No. 28311, m column 6, for “82" read "92 ; 

at pane 4479, In viUage Munak, against killa No. 347, 
^ifi column 6, for “533” read “53”, agaimt killa No. 
348 in column 6, for “3” read “33”, in village 
Dachar, against killa No. 224/23/2, m coli^ 5, 
for “81” read “08” and against killa No. 254/12, 
in column 5, for “8” read "03”; 


wW nwR ^ EUR if JT)! ’TKt T'lrr | -mrw if 

% fifTTR It stm sflc ^Ut trsifir >(11 ^94 

wfmrf [t t, 

wtT. Rf RRTTT Tw iirfnfmTh «iif srnr 3 # ^TffnT 
1 CRT rht mfiTTirt TTtnfPT TRff |n_ vjfergw if 
R (rvrtmr wtff I : 

ip? RWTI 4932 aiTJTT >ThT % ftwt tfSTt 27 ^ 

RirsT 4 % ''so” ^ WR Tt: "oo” iTf I 

^SPIT RR ip fTSTT ftWl “32/15” % HRT% rTFR 6 ^ 41% 
“03” %WR 'R:‘'3()" Ij I 

^tff ijfiT if frpRff »nwf ’TTTTR RWfER 'Strft ftnn RITT ^ 
fipwff "tfw tpT erftf^iwf % 'sntf pfit( ’srr^ TPtfR fmr 
% sfttn: 134(1 tjfiT ^ RT ferf RR R ’sw ^ ig;fir 
% R tw IT PprI RflRTT %erf^ f%r( 'Rir fiR5 ^WfffEf- 
fRRT iff STRT 5 fff ■3'TErRT ( l) % fRTfERt % Rf^ 

TR 0^41 ; 

l MC^ 4R'’f TT % CRT ituftfEpT RT # RR 

PfTlR ti«R V !^(T 4ff arm WfWTRT 4ff EfTtr 5 iff 
99{|KI ( 1) ^ pRitRf % Et^RTi TUffH fw Vf '3'R VslV 
srfe^pRT ^ Stf^irl TRR ift ’3'T’TW tRItJ iff tfrfPJ ^ 
RT»R I 

[WR— 31015 / 4 / 92 -sfr WR-I] 

fft?, St4T 

CORRIGENDUM 


at page 4480, in village Dachar, against _killa No. 285/ 
22/2, in column 3, for “1” read “12” ; 

at pace 4484, In village Bhadawas, in column 3, for 
killa Nos. “(103)/11” read "108/11”; 

Any person interested in any land in respect of which the 
above amendment has been issued, may within twenty one 
days of the issue of this notification, object to the acquisition 
of the whole or any part of the said land or any right in or 
over such land in terms of sub-section (1) of section 5 of 
the said Act. 


EXPLANATION : 

In respect of the lands, killa numbers and area amended 
through thi* notification only, the said period of twenW one 
days in terms of sub-section (1) of Section 5 of the said Act 
starts running from the date the copies of this notiflMtlon 
are made available to the public after its publication In tMe 
Official Gazette. 

[No, R-31015/4/92-OR-I1 
KUIDIP STNGH, Under Secy. 


New Delhi, the 4th June, 1392 

S.O. 1904.—Whereas by the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministiy of Petioleum and Natural Gas No. 
S.O. 3056, dated the 1st October, 1990, published in the 
Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (iij at pagh 
4933 to 4934, issued imder sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the 
'Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to 
as the said Act), the Central Government gave notice of its 
intention to acquire the lands specified in the Schedule ap¬ 
pended to that notification ; 

And, whereas, it has been brought to the notice oT the 
Central Government that certain error* of printing nature 
have occurred in the publication of the said notification in 
the Gazette; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Action 3 of the said Act, the Central 
Goveinment hereby amends the Schedule appended to the 
said notification as follows : 

at page 4933, in village Sulakha, in column 6, against 
killa No, (22)/l, for “13” read "31”; 

at page 4934, in village Snlakha, in column 6, again.st 
killa No. (45)/! 1, for “80” read “8". 
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Any person interested in any land in ro.spcct of which the 
above amendment has been issued, may within twenty “one 
days of the issue of this notification, object to the acquisition 
of the whole or any part of the said land or any right in 
or over such land in terms of sub-section (I) of section 5 
of the said Act. 

EXPLANATION : 

In respect of the lands, killa numbers and tfrea amended 
through this notification only, the said period of twenty one 
days in terms of Bub-section (1) of Section 5 of the said Act 
starts running from the date the copies of this notification 
are made availble to the public after its publfcatibn in the 
Oillcial Gazette, 

[No. R-31()15/4/92-OR-I] 
KULDIP SINGH, Under Secy. 

'>Tfl-T5r 

firpfr, -1 ^ 19 9 2 

TT.Wf 190.5-^ if 't^tfrPIR ?(n; 

if if ttrr 1902 (1062 

^ 60 ) ^ tRTT 3 ^ ;=rWnT ( 1 ) % tt^ JfTf’- in-, URU- 
^ TT'Jt'w insr- 2 , ^ 3 , (ii) to mstdr 1952 T 

inprftitr vtita irirt, ifk qrrf'T’r rra Rsti^ Tl irftT 

TT.irr. 114R Pprfip 4 CT^tFT, 1991 TRi >(71 TTragimTr 
If RtTR arfiTd ijfR «rr wfera^ t tri^ wnmiT 

Tt tff I 

ifh ^ ?rr+'R ^ 'JrPWTTr It it? in?! Rlt rrt IT TfniTW 

anfn? ir ^ iraftprr 5f i 

fpr: w iRifTT 'trfirfipRr br.t 3 «iir ^tstri 

(i) iKf JrtRf mfiiftff w jnifti ifr^ grr Ir ttot 

Ir frfwrftffljfr TWfwif ^rrrff 

<T<(5 TTW 19S2 <R iff? % iTTif if “tWIiT 

dTnirrff’’ % w? <r ''vWfrrT Trtirr—sir'd" qfi 

^«5 TWfl 1952 >1? 'iriJltfltT'. ’ft^ ^ tjfnw % tflR fiwir 

ir RW 32 ^ Tnmf " 01 ” ^ rtr ti. "u" 
Wi 

^ Ttwn 19 52 IR ift?R irhr % qifjir^s ITT?IT 

If STSTT TTWn 3S7 RT lTrH% “rR’’ V iimT TT ‘ 1 fi ' 

ftjfr irfiT ir ffprsfir qra'T TRR-n qiusR ann fem |, %-nq3i 

TTf »ITt>S IPT UltagROT if ?Rr fipT 4iR ip feq % iff^ 

twi? UPf % ffp^ HT ftiRf imr % at ^ r(Rf ijftr ir m w 
«R frrft wftnpR it wftrrr 'srr^ if fapis nftrfitqiT 
* HPT 5 fff ^tWRr (1) d Pr^HTf d arTTrrr: ant^r n^iri i 

RudifRW :—^If % JRT TniffftinT iTPr % IRII, 

wnn TT. ? ^<551 iff 31? irftitfwiT iff um 5 ( 1 )% 
fitiH?f hjhr wr? t?? ^r 31 ? mfir qj wfsf^Tr and 
f*f5 HR ^ tfidw If SITTRT ftfof I 

[ITW. HR-3101 5 / 9 / 89 -Hr HR I Tii tf] 
fir?, hit rtf?? 

CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 4th June, 1992 

S.O. 1905.—Whereas by the notification of the Goverjunent 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas 
No. S.O. 1148, dated the 4tb April, 1991, published in the 
Gazette of India, Part II. Section 3, Sub-section Ui) at page 
1953, issued under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Pet¬ 
roleum and Minerals Pipeline (Acquisition of Right of User 


m Land! Act, 1962 (50 ol 1962), the Central Government 
gave notice of its intention to acquire the lands specified in 
the Schedule appended to that notification; 

And whereas it has been brought to the notice of the 
Ccntial Government that certain errors of [printing nature 
have occurred in the publication of the said notification 
m the Gazette; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powcis conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the said Act, the Central 
Goveinmenl hereby amends the Schedule appended to the 
s.iid notification as follows :— 

ul page 1953, in column 5 for the heading ‘ Sq. nir*.'’ 
lead “Square metres'', in village Kolila Sanga- 
against surey no. 615, in squai’e Metres column, for 
"58” read “52”, in village Shahajahenpur, against 
survey no, 32, in the Are column, for "01” read 
"14”, in village Kankar against survey no. 357, in 
the square metres column, for “18” read “16”. 

Any person interested in any land in respect of which the 
above emendoient has been issued, may within twenty one 
days of the issue of this notification object to the acquisition 
of the whole or any part of the said land or any right in 
or over such land in tel ms of sub-section (1) of section 5 
of the said Act. 

Explanation.—In respect of the lands. Survey nos. and 
area amended through this notification only, the said period 
of twenty one days in terms of section 5(1) of the said Act 
starts running from the dale of publication of this notification 
in the oflicial Gazette. 

[No. R-3I015/9/89-OR-I Pt A] 
KULDIP SING. Under Secy. 

Hf^rra- 

4 H?, 1992 

HT HT. 190fi-%T5 TTRIR ? ^'ifHHTT *fR qT^WTVI 

(%jfb ir 313fR Hf^Z in W3R, Hf^HH, 1962 (l962 
m .10) tY ctrt 3 if) 3nBnzi (i) ^ ntfR Htfl nh; hr? 
if ZRRH HriT-2, niT-3, 3'Rfirt' ( ii) 11^5 HWqti: 1953 ^ 1 954 
ir 3 41 ' ! fa ? HR? TRITR, ^^tfaziTT hVz HtfffalT Ifa HfflHH ^ 
HfansiRI TT.Hr. 1149 fiPTti; 4 Hlftr 91 IRT HfllllHnT 

if mi’iT' tRijHf n ?fa : Hf? Tr HftrtrgH itt? % hpir 
Hi ir nr i 

3flT iTR imnT in -rpir a hr rsrrj »Tf 
fa TtH'i? nanifan 3nz'R9 n tl.SH H\ iRffwIg i 

H?. H« HTUR 313 HFcrfiRiT I^T HRT 3 H'l 3nHTTT 

(i) 5 Rr R?? HFi?m nr sriin nz? gci 3Tn HfagRir Jr rfar? 
tr?^ IT fTOrFHfa? ifatER nt^ ^: 

HMr 19 53 nz ^irrifr if nr?? 2 nz "smr" H zHR 

■R "’JTRrrRHz” If IHT nrH? 3 TZ "^z” Jf WR 
IT "jfiJT” If I nnr nrHir 4 tt “—" n r?R tt 

"rTiq?” rf^ I 

TO iWTr 1 954 TT WRIT TOT nR it !^5fTO JfT UHZ 

nrznr ir qlin 4 it ^razn hto 521 H itr^ " 0 " 

if: mR IR “n 1 " I 

nriR rfari “ 397 ” (qfai-iO^ t-ir nz ".t9o”'T? 1 

HHzt nwr “481" (qfi?-u) % "HR qq, 'A.ai/ 

7 y i' q? 1 

qrfr lifir n faun nrtR liHlfin Tirfr fmr irt ^ 

Ignqqf lilt mfn tr? CTf'n^?qf 1 WrzffKn -.iRif: tRlIq flR 



[iRTirll-iTT .i(ii)] 
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TT'sf'ns .11 ifi»j|wrqrT 27 , iwm 




% ifj ifjiijq- iTr OfTjfr 'Tiir % >tr n^rr ’ij^rir it 

!Tr ^tt "IT f%m 'StrwR- % Ptin; irt^ % ^rti- 

OtFTJT ^‘r s ipt -jTErfFr (I) ^ t w-TftP wrtST 

'ttr I 

ci-rag^ni i ipT Jtirrrftr’f ’ttft •r ^tm, 

g-j^Tf ^ Jf (S^ST.rf -;n=i Stt^T 5(\) T 

r^4^Rt ^ ■'‘T'Wrt; ^^TitT f::Ft Tr ^r-t trsrfEt jt?, wfagtiFtf ■stirt 
ipt TTfir 'rflTttff it nrFtFT F3‘fi I 

[JtWr l!tT7- .1 1 (IK*;/ 14/H9-'Jtl WIT 1 ql? ri) 
^;ri-<Fiq tqs <tq7 


CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 4th lune, 1992 

S,0. 1906.—-Whereas by the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas No. 
S.O. 1149, dated the 4th April, 1991, published in the Gazette 
of India, Parl-II, Section 3, Sub-section (iij at page 1954, 
issued under sub-scction ()J of section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipeline (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government gave 
notice of its intention to acquire the lands Jpecifle(l in the 
Schedule appended to that notification; 

And whereas it has been brought to the notice of the 
Central Government that certain eriors of printing nature 
have occurred in the publication of the said'notiflcation 
in the Gazette; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferrad by 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby amends the Schedule appended to the 
said notification ns follows :— 

at page 1954, in village Bhanpur Kalan for Survey 
Nos, “38'' read “388. for “397” read “390” for 
'‘481" read “481|792” and against survey no. 
274 [803 in square metres column for “32” read “52'’. 

Any prerson inteicsted in any land in respect of which the 
above emendnicnt has been issued, may within twenty one 
days of the issue of this notification object to the acquisition 
of the whole or any part of the said land or nny right in 
or over such land in terms of sub-section (1) of section 5 
of (he said Act. 

Explanation.—In respect of the lands, Survey nos. and 
area amended through this notification only, the said period 
of twenty one days in terms of section 5(1) of the said Act 
starts running from the date of publication of this notification 
in the OfiicinI Gazette, 

[No. R-31015/9/89-OR-1 Pt. A) 
KULDTP SING. Under Secy. 

CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 4th lune, 1992 

S.O, 1907.—Whereas by the notification of the Govern¬ 
ment of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas 
No. S.O. 1151, dated the 4th April, 1991, published in the 
Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii) at 
age 1956, is,sued under Sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petfoleum and Minerals Pipeline (Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Govern¬ 
ment gave notice of its intention to acquire the lands specifi¬ 
ed in the Schedule appended to that notification ; 

And whereas, it has been brought to the notice of the 
Central Government that certain errors of printing nature 
have occurred In the publication of the said notification in 
the Gazette; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred bv 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the said .Act, the Central 


Government hereby amends the Schedule appended to the 
.said notification as follows :— 

at page 1956, in line 1, for “S.O.” read “S.O. 1151" 
In the Schedule, in Column Area, tor "M” read 
"H'', for “Sq. mlsr” read “Square meters”, in 
the square metres column, for “36” read “36”. 

Any pci son intciestcd in any land m rc.spect of which the 
above rmendment has been issued, may within twenty one 
days of the is.sue of this notiflcalion object to the acquisition 
of the whole or any part of the said land or any right in 
or over such land in tcims of sub-section (1) of section 5 
ol the said Acl 

Explanation,—In respect of the lands, Survey nos. and 
aiea amended through this notiflcalion only, the said period 
of twenty one dovs in terms of section 5(1) of the said Act 
starts rumiinp from the date of publication of thij notification 
m the Official Gazette. 

[No. R-31015/9/89-OR-1 (Pt. A)] 
KULDIP SING, Under Secy. 


m f^Ttr 

3 199 3 

TT. WT 190 a.—WrqJTzqtT' ffr Trqif, sfr ^) ttSTFstr qpTJ, 
TTfi ip'^tTirr jrttJT Ttqtqr if Wsh 

^ if ntnft % tEf ir, 

I <ifETrfr f^ifTSTT ’ftFq', vifwiifK^Wir, j 

fir*Tr=PW, 9>FZTfT aftT 

IT, «fr qAirmrt 

qffs Tt af*fTfiT tmtwv ^ 1 

f-mgT'flR qti^ wftrRTqTT 1972 ( 1 972 TT isTt) mrnf qfr 
■sqfwrffl iT?r »ifV spr^Tt) itnr 4 iff amrm 

1 STtr miffi urfqqin qtr trpTpftJtFT yi, (rz^ttr w 
i»r «mf% *fr MT. tru iTiPrt?!, vtw ftrffwq: (qNra tlq tTfq;- 
fniTTVq) qxw Tiqj^W, trfflvi tfTiq, 14 

4 tt, 441 ^ % mn if ^ TTrafFTnfi >^11 arrr 5 *r 

fTT itfirmpfiT itrftiTrfr ap ir wiftr- 

T7ffr If I 

[R, tTfiifit/11/90] 

trif triT ipxq-fl, 'Tfi'W 

DEPARTMENT OF POSTS 
Trivandrum, 3rd July, 1992 

S.O, 1908.—Wheieas ihe Central Government is of 
opinion that for the purposes of the departmental inquiry 
relating to Sri. T. Radhakrishnan Nair, Extra Departmental 
Mail Carrier, Kallaynm BO, it is necessary to summon as 
witnesses ; 

( 1 ) Sml. Girija Gopi, Kooliyottukonum Pithuvalputhen 
veedu, Chettivilakom, Kudappanakunnu PO, 
Penuik^da. 

AND 

(ii) Shri. N. Parameswaran Nair, Puthuchiyal puthen- 
veedii, Chettivilakom, Kudappanakim'nu PO. 

Now thercfoie in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub 
-eciion (1) of section 4 of the Departmcntnl Inquiries (En¬ 
forcement of Auendance of Witnesses and Production of 
Doenmentx) Act 1972 (18 of 1972) the Central Government 
hereby authorises Sn. O. R. Bhaskaran IPO, (CiStPO) Divi¬ 
sional Officer Trivandrum South Division, Trivandrum-695014 
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as the inquiring authority to exercise the power specifled irt 
section 1 of the said Act in rclaton to the above said 
witnesses 

(No Vig 1/1/90] 

N S KAMATH Assistant Postmaster 
(Gcneiftl (Vig 1 
Eor Chief Post Master Geneial 

ImFTftTU'jrlT J 149,i 

«rt xn 19(19—^ xPHTC tw It fit'TT 

ftsTHtlT WJ »IT'TTH tftipfr ITI itTtirsft (fit'TflPI) Jf 
iritFtit' firwT'fht u iritis t vq n «ft uft iPTratiit, 

ijTF,qT¥ lT*59-n iTtf3 - (itSJH ¥^>9 Tmt Tt 

»^TPT( XtWtUT I 

fiiqpfrif -JIU? xtrufwit 1972 ( 1972 TT 19 'ff] (9*0? tV 

-jtffimfi m iTFUT^jft tft jrtg,F3 - ¥r tti^t < ¥r tthifi 

1 iPT "FT »wrrai(jnT "ritt 5t( ^ tcTn, xt^ 

"sfr wt ifrtrqiriT itPrt, tefutt ¥ ir^'F xtsiwr 
(wnltw 5F«>t tt?-=t, - 

696014 '6' ^ ttV tfir fwiT 196 5 (^iflFiit, iTit'Vif 
n'ti’?! fhifit) ¥ fiftfit 14 t sfsr'R firxrT'fPt ir ttuflm 

ijiti nftrfiT'Tq xft art 5 *r farfHftts wF^flut fir nwnflu't 
nrfsiTT^l » ¥9 w FflwrtT HTlttfiu •Rtrr t ' 

[ff 1/1/90] 

tpFt Tntd ttiTW'ItFf UtlFST 'St^T^'T 

>T«tT 9 IF? ittFIt. lf^7^ 

Trivandrum, 3rd July, 1992 

SO 1909—Whereas the Central Government is ol 
opinion that for the purposes of the departmental inquiry 
relating to Smt V Savithn, EDSPM, (Under Put Off duty) 
Miidapurain, EDSO in Invandrum Distnet it is necessary to 
summon as witness Shii G Gangadharan. Charuvila Puthen 
Veedu, Mudapuram PO Tuvandrum-<i95 314 Kerala Siate 

Now therefore in exercise of the powers confeired by 
Sub-Section (1) of Section 4 of the DepaiUnental Inquiries 
(Enforcement of Attendance of witness and production of 
f>ocuments) Act 1972 (18 of 1972) the Central Government 
hereby authorises Shn KOV Narayanan Nair, Assistant 
Superintendent of Pos (OS) Trivandrum South Division, in 
Trivandrum-695014 as the Inquiring Authority to exercise 
the power specified m Section 5 of the said Act in relation 
to the departmental inquiry under Rule 14 of CCS (CCA 
Rules) 1965 

[No Vig/l/1190] 

N S KAMATH, Assistant Post Master 
(General (Vig 1 
For Chief Post Master General 

faTWSJXir, 1 ^iTtf, 1992 J 

^tr qr 1910 —ttt;4iF vt tpt ir f(ive'qu 5 r'r fuTt ¥ 
¥ *TfV<Tr ^Pr (fipTF^ii) ?r mefms firvn'fw ^ 
it iwn{ ¥ VT ¥ sfr t^iT. tfW’ToriT, iff TfTs wtutI 

JWBIT TtftfftJtn; BI%ITPT - 74430 1 Tt ^^(41 WPPnPF |[ I 

.artrtifw artw xt-tritnq 1972 { 1972 wit istI) (irer? vt 

«T^ wfr vr htit 4 wff otrt't 

1 HIT Jiw wftflifi "FT Rnrpfom wr’% jn tp^n ww 
RTflT »fr <fV wffftnt RTC<TTT, TtWR'iT HtfTiT TTRUt Wft ifr tfV 
qn futtR 1965 (RifNc’it, Purtni sflc xrflwr fipTiT) ¥ furR 
i4 % xfrfpr firtnifW wrhw It Rfftn ■jwn tTfirfRqir ^ anr 5 
St fwfrrRt^^i trfwift vr rwhiMit wit:?! rIst Rtfimfl ¥ vq Sr 
rrti^rrT Rrlttim TPfr t 1 

[tr triifir/ 1 / 1 / 90 ] 
qiT qtr wtnm utirw; RlFSTmTi- "jm"! (qri^qi/ 

tFif JT«q 'TtmtrrjT si inT 


Trivandrum, 3id July, 1992 

SO 1910—Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that for the purposes of the departmental inquiry 
I elating to Shn K Thampi Postman, (Under Suspension) 
Kadakkavui Sub Post Office in Tnvandum District it is 
nece^ 11 y to summon as witness Shii M Somarajan, W C 
Wcldei I.apathy Section, Cornicobai, Andaman-744 301 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-Scction (1) of Section 4 of the Departmental Inquiries 
(Enforcement of Attendance of witness and production of 
Documents) Act 1972 (18 of 1972) the Central Government 
hereby uuthonses Shn P Asokan, Postmaster Qiiilon Head 
Post Office as the Inquiring Authority to exercise the powers 
specified in Section 5 of the said Act in relation to the 
departmental inquiry under Rule 14 of CCS (CCA Rules) 
1965 

[No Vig/1/1/90] 
N S KAMATH. Assis(ant Post Master 
General (Vig ) 
Foi Chief Post Master General 


itl-r R^ntuT Ritm 
Wf fir ¥r, 2 1992 

iFT xrt lan-'^TPriR (RTtiFt) fitqq istx ¥ fqRiT sV 
HTR 'tfsl sr^ffsfof Rrufq-Tq- 1952 (l952 Wh 3?) ¥ VT 6 
¥ TTIRJ ( 2 ) ffTTT HIM VlfrlitT HU RiftiT ffq XTiRnT 
«ft ¥V UR fRRRTR '(fr ¥iiflR RF6fRq,f¥5 URTf TT, 3 700- 
125-4700-150-5000 TiRO ¥ RURUTR ¥, ¥f*'ril ftteR RRISR 
¥ilffiT Rlr, Wf'TFm R 2Fb 82 (^wflpT) HR¥ WT^Krt RW 
Ri¥ftPF wrmaiTr w: rr r fRqwR wttsfr t 1 

[W R - 80 1/4/92 - qi; (tfr) . 
tiR tiR ^rsf, i«T tfFsrfpf) 


MINISTRY OF INFORMATION & BROADCASTING 
New Delhi, the 2nd July, 1992 

SO 1911—In exercise of the power* conferred by suE 
section (2) of section 5 of the Cinematograph Act, 1952 
(37 of 1952) read with Rule 9 o fthc Cinematograph (Certi 
hcation) Rules 1983, the Central Government is pleased to 
appoint Shn B S Biswas as Regional Oflicex, Central Board 
of Film Ccitification, Calcutta, in the scale of pay of 
Rs 3700-125 4700-150-5000, on usual deputation terms, with 
effect from 23-6-92 (FN), until further orders 

[F No 801/4/92-F (C)] 
M S SFTHT. Desk Officer 


RTfd T/ajiiTiT 
(f^srfV rrtr) 

Rf 21 Rf 1992 

WR RT 1812—R6 fRiRlf¥n (TOt ¥ RT^ it RRIrR, ftpl 

RTFn: ¥ RT^ ¥ ftpRfr RhRRT/l^jftR 

(SPHR rIRRT R RRITIrR Wtnfr | 6Rt FcT^ fRWRR wFgfRRR 
1957 (1957 TT GlRt) Wff RFT i4¥ RmlRl ¥ RTFf* 
FrriT 5-7-91 ¥ RtflR R HR ffRi 20 ( 7 ) 8 ? -qR >f( JRt 

RTlfuD FrU Rff ¥ FrRR 748 rFuIRcTR ¥) RI'T 1 l-T ¥t 7R- 
HFT (l) R R¥F4M xmlR-Rt/^Taf 748 RiFTR ¥) RfflRt t 10 
f^R ^ RRfh R RTRtisn fipq im ¥ I 
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TT ■J'RTTO . 18, 19 92/5Tf!lr? 2 7, 1914 

- —- —- ^ ~ ' 

sThr TmfErT S ?r TTRf^fTr 


iiPi ^ gi^ t, 

TT'i^TTi: ^ if'rjT'fr/^'r’T f^TR ’tV^RT il 

»fifr£rT tt f^of^T fVqr ft i 

KTT wtilk^*T ift trii:r l 3^- 

trnr (i) irm w^i wt^iin 5iift<t t T-rarqiy 

if ^ swruH vf m ?r fe^'r Tf ipriffir 

ir l^flWFr TRf ft I 

*iii0sR •— 

“^TSfW ^T - 8 (’TsOlT 'TIR V •K\^ itl-T 

srVi ^F if fTfffTR R>, 'jlsfir if s^'P-Ti - 1 >f.'r 

192 if 292 TfT W sr’lf qtW'ir'rff^'T if 

3 0 "ff R'tfH'f^r'; JfRrff??: if fTTTH'T 3f.S 6 7 

44 , ifr. ^<r 'iTf ij^R vTifr4 PfPfJfW (s(WT4-f OTift»r) 

it ffr^>rl4T ft4 trEfirr^jrfiTT ^rTwrarl (mFiffr) if 'rfr- 

4 fi|PI PfRT IRT ft I 

[•t ir - i:in 11/2 1187141. fff. ri<7/5'f:|i 4i] 

mi . wiT^r, WTf »Tfy4 

MINISTRY OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
(Delhi Division) 

New Delhi, the 2Ist May, 1992 

S.O. 1912,—Whereas certain modifications, which the 
Central Government proi>oses to make in the Master Plan for 
Delhi Zonal Development Plan regarding the areas mentioned 
hereunder were published with Notice No. F. 20(7)|87-MP 
dated 5-7-91 in accordance with the provision of Section 44 
of the Delhi Development Act, 1957 (61 of 1957) inviting 
objectionsisuggestions as required by sub-section (3) of Section 
11-A of the said Act within thirty days from the date of 
the said Notice; 

And whereas no objections and suggestions have been re¬ 
ceived with regard to the said proposed modifications; 

And whereas the Central Government have decided to 
modify the Master Plan for Delhi |Zonal Development Plan; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
*ub-section (2) of Section 11-A of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby makes the following modification in the 
said Master Plan for Delhi with effecL from the date of 
publication of this Notification in the Gazette of India. 

MODIFICATION : 

"The land use of an area measuring about 365.67 sq. 
mtrs. falling in sub zone G-8 (Rajouri Garden Area) 
and bounded by existing nallah in the North, shops 
of Block D-1 from 192 to 292 in the South East 
and 30 ft, R|W road in the South West, is changed 
from manufacturing (industrial use) to Public and 
Semi-public facility (religious)”. 

(No. K-13011/23/87-DDIIA1VAIIB1 
I. L. BANSAL, Under Secy. 

4^ ftFfV, 31 Ilf, 1992 

4tr, m. i9i3;--ira; fWfftR ^f jwrnttm, 1W 
ftRfpT tRTF. ^ if ftpff 4.84 lfF>RT/!9tff4 

f44TO'4)44T if M'-fllftfl ft 441 fjlit foH) fftTR ffF tffifU ' H 

1957 ( 1957 iFT 614f) 4ff tmr 44 % JOWPlf % 5Pr4R 
fipTtT 13-4-1991 % 4141 tti?; - 20 (22)86 iff 

BFT imfllrfi fV? 44 if rTRif 344 51^^444 4?) 4P.r J 1-4; Iff 


^ WFf ('ll 5rtfp,Tn TTFlIWi ;jri T'ffr'T '■■tftg ft 

;tfi fm Tt 44^7 if rrmfeA ffp 44 ft' 1 

afrr 44' 344 TOlffto 44)1141 ft; 4)3 ft llftf WTifniiT *ft^ 
^14 414=1 6^ gtr ft I 

514 4-'4;F ft f4f'4r 444 4T'44r/Wef)4 t>Tr4 4f44T ft 

44)134 4Tft tpr f43T4 frpr ft I 

VO 44 ft'ff 4'4;r-, 340 vftrr444 4)r a)rr 1 1-T, 4i^ 34- 

r3T'4 ( 2 ) ffFI nvo infipift) 44 Srftm 4F4 54 , Vfpr) ft: ■5T44# 
ft 4.4 tiitrg;44T ft; 44344 if" orfif» ft fit^f) 4 ft ■340 4f,4 4 , 31 a r 
ft 4 ?|',IFT fm 4 f 4 f «94 4^)44 ft I 

44)44 : 

"^341 ftfutw gFr 4)4 ft; 34 ft 8)ir4f4 ';4F ft f4»- 
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New Delhi, the 21st May, 1992 

S.O. 1913.—Whereas certain modifications, which th* 
Central Government proposes to make in the M-aster Plan 
for Delhi|Zonal Development Plan regarding the areas men¬ 
tioned hereunder were published with Notice No, F. 20 
(22)|86-MP dated 13-4-91 accordance with the provisions of 
Section 44 of the Delhi Development Act, 1957 (61 of 1957) 
inviting objectionslsiiggestions as required by sub-section (3) 
of Section 11-A of the said Act, within thirty d'-'ys from the 
date of the said Notice; 

And whereas no objections and sugge.stions have bee« 
received with regard to the said proposed modification; 

And whereas the Central Government have decided to 
modify the Muster Plan for Dclhi|Zonal Development Plan; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
snb-section (2) of Section 11-A of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby makes the following modification in 
the said Master Plan for Delhi with effect from the date 
of publication of this Notification in the Gazette of India. 

MODIFICATION : 

"‘The land use of an area measuring about 14 acres 
bounded by Hot mix Plant in the North of Old 
Shershahsuri Marg, 350 ft. R|W. O.T. Karnal Road 
in the East Abeygar Housing Society in the South 
and Old Shershahsuri Marg in the West, is changed 
from ‘wholesale & warehousing’ to’ public and semi 
public facilities’ for construction of 100 bedded 
hospital." 

[No. K-13011/85/89-DD-VA/IB] 
I. L. BANSAL, Under Secy 
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^Tjra' n- wsiTST ^4 f'T^TT'F * t' 

TnkfT ¥T fiHim iffr ^ S ^ "ffT 

T Prff % weiw rr^5T»r»a f^r^nr^T % n-q- ir 

[■fir risiii «fy ii)oi:/4/Mi-I? fff 

MINISTRY OF CIVll AVIATION & TOURISM 
(Depurtmcnt of Civil Aviation) 

New Delhi, the 3rd July, 1992 

S.O. 1914,—In exercise of the powers conferred by Sec¬ 
tion 4 read with section K(i) of the Air Corporations Act, 
1953 (27 of 1953), the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shri L. Vasudev presently working as Chairman Vind Manag¬ 
ing Director, Madras Fertilizers Ltd. as the Chairman and 
Managing Director of Indian Airliines for a period of five 
years with elfect from the date he assume.s charge of the 
post, 

[No. Av. 18013/4/9J-ACIA] 
M. BHATTACHARJEE, Under Secy. 

■41? RerfFTir 

jrt r^tJtrf, ";( Tn, 1092 

e. ' 

=»tf wr 1415—'iflwiriiT fti<Tf? trrtrr^w, t0.i7 ( 194 / 

4tr 1 4) Tif trrrr 1 ; v w.j'rr'tT 4, "kririT riTTn: qffsnrrr 

R|4S trrr^ •FH45)7^n' r^To % 5rTrff?T?r % 445 »i*tT 

4ttfqtrTf if 4^4, wtjsttr it ffifrz afitftrtpf: fjfrr? it %nffiT 
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qft ?n:q7n: 1 6- 0-9 2 tj str^q jtrr trn 

[itW tf^to 190 12 /08/8 5 ii-IV (tft)] 

rr>rr str-q, (tftwrtr 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 
New Delhi, the 23rd June, 1992 

S.O. 1915.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Calcutta as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Parasea Colliery of M|s. Eastern 
Coalfields Ltd. of their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on 16-6-1992, 

[No. L-19012/68/85-DJV (B)] 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 27 of 1986 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the manaBemcnt of Parasea 
Colliery of M/s. Eastern Coalfields Limited 

AND 

Their workmen 

PRESENT ; 

Mr. Justice Manash Nath Roy—Presiding Ofjeer, 
APPEARANCES ; 

On behalf of Management.—Mr, P. Banerjee, Advocate. 

Qn behalf of Workmen.—None. 

STATE ; West Bengal INDUSTRY : Coal 


AWARD 

fly Order No L-190J2(68)l85-D.lV(B) dated 13lh March. 
1986, the Government of India, Ministry of Labour referred 
ihc following dispute to this Tilbunal for adiudication ;— 

‘‘Whether the action of the Management of Parasea 
Colliery of M|S Eastern Coalfields Limited, P.O. 
Parasea, Dist. Burdwnn in dismissing from service 
Sh. Mahesh Singh, Pump Khalasi is justified 7 If 
not, to what relief the workman i.s entitled and 
from what date 7” 

2. Even after due service of notice, nobody appeared for 
the workmen, although Mr. Banerjee was present on behalf 
of the management. 

3. Mr. Ba'nerjee for the management informed this Tribunal 
that the workm’in concerned has been reinstated in service. 
It may bo for that reason the workman has lost interest in 
this case. As such on the statement of Mr. Bnnerj'ee, 1 
dispose of the reference. 

This is my Awaid, 

Dated, Calcutta, 

The 4th June, 1992. 

MANASH NATH ROY. Presiding OIBeer 
qf ‘23 ^4, 1992 

Tfa ttfo 10 16 —-artwirnT fltJfrc XtrEtf^JTJT, I 9.1 7 (14-17 

Tt u) 97) am 17 % cT-rarw r, %fi(R RTfn. rw<i "PtTqvr 
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iFlff ^ tfi't, Wpfa R rafter sflttfifH fqRPt it %f!flR RVTF 
stWrfRip Sr Tt srr'fsia fr, qf) 

Kaffir Rtfrrr t) 16-6-92 qfl srt<R jwr rt i 

[R»qr ijR 19 u 12/11 5 / 8 6-»r-T V (ri ) ] 
rrs'r rr, i’Ri wftrTrfr 

New Delhi, the 23rd June, 1992 

S.O. 1916,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta as shown in the Annexure in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Moira Colliery of M/s. ECL of their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on 16-6-1992. 

[No. L-19012/U5/86-D.IV (B)l 
RAJA LAL, Desk Offlcei 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT 
CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 54 of 1988 

PARTIES ; 

Employeis in i elation to the management of Moira 
Colliery of M/s. ECL 

AND 

Their workmen. 

PRESENT : 

Mr. Justice Manash Nath Roy, PresiiJing Offlcei. 
APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of Management—Mr. S. K. Mukherjee, Deputy 
Personnel Manager. 

On behalf of Workmen—None. 

STATE : West Bengal 


INDUSTRY : Coal 
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AWARD 

One Mill Singh a Night Guard and a permanent workman, 
serving under the management of Moira Colliery of M/s. 
h.C. Ltd., was on duty from 4 A.M. to 12 A.M. on March 
8, 1983, when there was some incident of pilfciage/lheft, 
as a result whereof, he was dismissed from service. 

2. On dispute ht'uj i.iiscd. .a reference was made to this 
Tribunal hy the appinpruue Oosernment for adiudication v:de 
Order No. L-I9012/115 86-D.IV (Bj dated 23rd April, 1987 
as to whether the rct'on in dismissing him by the manage¬ 
ment wa.s justified. 

3. After usual notices being issued and duly received, 
parties filed their statement. It will appear that the represen¬ 
tative of the union, v h’ch sponsoied anj took up the cau.se 
of the employee conce; -’d, entered appearance and appeared 
before this Tribunal, apart from filing statement, on July 18, 
1988 and on December 22, 1988 and not any other dates 
although notices were duly served. 

4. In fact, on February 19, 1992, the management lead 
evidence through MW-1 and there wa.s no cross-examination 
by or on behalf of the employee concerned. Thereafter, the 
proceedings was fixed for hearing on April 8, 1992 and since 
the notices was not .served, the proceeding was adjourned to 
June 1, 1992. The notice of this hearing on June 1, 1992 
was duly served and received hy the concerned union, yet 
they have not appeared, 

3, It should also be noted that initially, an objection was 
taken to the appearance of the Company through a lawyer 
and as such, their case has been conducted by one of their 
officers. 

6. On June 1, 1992, the representative of the management, 
apart from putting forward his submission, filed a written 
arguments. 

7. From the written statement as filed by the workman 
through the Secretary of the Colliery Mazdoor Union 
(LN.T.U.C.), it will appear that reallv, it has been contended 
that the proceedings relating to the dismissal of the workman 
concerned, wore not justified and legally and really the same 
was in violation of principles of natural justice since the 
concerned, were not justified and legally and really the same 
himself. 

8. From the evidence of MW-1 and also the exhibits as 
produced, it will appear that these nllcgations have no basis 
and cannot bo sustained. The employee concerned in this 
case, was afforded all and due opportunities in the disciplinary 
proceedings, but he elected not to avail of such opportunities. 
His written explanation was considered and I find no justiflc.m 
tion in holding that there was any case made out, for which 
he can complain about the non-receipt of due onportunitics.' 
It should also be noted that the evidence of MW-l has also 
gone unchallenged. 

9. Considering the records as produced and available. I find 
that the order of dismissal as passed, was not unjustified or 
the same suffered from am drawbacks as suggested or pointed 
out in the written statement of the union. 

10. As such, the reference in mv view, cannot be answered 
in the affirmative and the same is thus i ejected. 

Dated, Calcutta, 

The 4lh June. 1992. 

MANASH NAT14 ROY, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 23rd June, 1992 

S.O. 1917.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Governmenti 
Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur as shown in the Annexure in 
Ihe industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of RLijgainar Collieiy of M/s. SEC Ltd, 
of their workmen, w'hich was received by the Central Govern¬ 
ment on 18-6-1992, 

[No. L.-220l2a63/90-lR fC-lD] 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE HON’BLE SHRJ V. N. SHUKLA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAI--CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (M.P.) 

Case No. CGIT/LC (R)(191)/1990 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to Rajgamar Colliery of M/s. 

S.E.C. Ltd., Bilaspnr (MP) and their workman, Sri 
Vishwal S/o Chhedn, DrCsser, represented through 
the Branch Secretary. Central India Labours Asso¬ 
ciation, Branch Rajgamar Colliery, Post Rajgamar 
Colliery. Distt. Bilaspnr (M.P.). 

APPEARANCES : 

For Workman—Shri A. N. Mishra. 

For Management—Shri R. Menon, Advocate. 
INDUSTRY : Coal Mine DISTRICT : Bilaspur (MP) 

AWARD 

Dated, the 12th May, 1992 

This is a reference made by the Central Government, 
Ministry of Labour, New Delhi, vide its Notification No. L- 
22012/165/90-TR (Coal-ll) dated 24-9-1990, for adjudication 
of the following dispute ;— 

"Whether the management of Rajgamar Colliery of South 
Eastern Coalfields Ltd., Bilaspur justified in not 
grunting three increments for 1981, 82 and 83 to 
Shri VishW'al S'o Chh'cdu, Dresser 7 If not to what 
relief the workman is entitled to ?’’ 

2, Workman’s statement along with certain documents was 
received by post, No statement of claim has been filed on 
behalf of the management, 

3, On 11-5-1992 Counsel for Management, Shri R. Menon, 
filed a Memorandum of ^ttloment duly signed by the parties. 
He also verified the same on 11-5-1992. The terms of Settle¬ 
ment are as under 

1. The lost increment due to the struck-off his name 

from the roll of the Company will be taken into 
account for the fitment w.e.f. 22-1-81, but arising 
out of the fitment, no ariears will be paid, 

2. The workman concerned w'ill not claim for any 

arrears in any court on this ground. 

3. This is the full and final settlement of the above 

said case. This case will not be taken as precedence 
in any other case, 

4, The above terms of settlement appear to be just, fair 
and in the interest of the workman concerned. I therefore 
record my award in terms of above settlement arrived at 
between the parties. No order as to costs. 

V. N. SHUKLA, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 23rcl June, 1992 

S.O. 1918,—Jn pursiinnce of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial TYibunal, labalpur as shown in the Annexuro in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of N.C,P,H. Colliery of Chirimiri Area of 
SEC Ltd. of their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on 18-6-1992. 

[No. L-22()12/37/S8-D.lTI (B)] 
RAJA LAL, Desk Ofliccr 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE HON’BIE SHRl V. N. SHUKIA. PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CTJM-T VBOUR COURT, JABALPUR (M.P.) 

Case No. CGITyi C( R)(56)/I989 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of N.C.P.H. 
Colliery of Chinmiri Are.a of SE.C. I,td., P.O. 
Haldiwadi. Chirimiri, District Surguja IM.P.) and 
their workman. Shri Kamal Kishore Sharma, Over¬ 
man, NCPII Colliery, represented by the Assistant 
General Secretary, M.P. Colliery Workers Federation* 
Chirimiri Area. P.O, Haldiwad', District Surguja 
(M.P.), 

APPEARANCES : 

For Workman—S^Shri Rohit Arya, Advocate and B. P. 
Dubey, 

For Management—Shri O, P. Tiwari, 

INDUSTRY : Coal Mining DISTRICT ; Surguja (M,P.) 


AWARD 

Dated, the 12lh May, 1992 

This is a reference made by the Central Gosernment, 
Ministry of Labour, vide its Notiflc.ition No. L-2I012/37/S8- 
D.III (B) dated 3-3-1989, for adjudication of the following 
dispute ;— 


SCHEDUlkE 

‘‘Whether the action of the management of N.C.P.H. 
Colliery of Chirimiri Area of SECL Ltd., in dismiss, 
ing their workman Shri Kamal Kishore Sharma, 
Overman. NCPH Colliery vide letter No. SECL/ 
NCPH/12-CSI3165—69 dated 15-3-1987 is legal/ 
justified, Tf not, to what relief the woi'kman is 
entitled and from what date 7” 

2. Since the Tribunal vide proceedings dated 16th August, 
1991 held that the departmental enquiry is valid and that 
it is not necessary for the management to load any evidence 
to prove the misconduct of the workman before this Tribunal, 
I confine my pleadings to Issue Nos. 2, 4 and 3. The lemain- 
ing issues have already been answered. 


3. The case of the workman in brief is that he was working 
as Overman in N.C.P.H. Colliery of Chirimiri Area of M/a. 
S.F.C. Ltd. Ho was charge-sheeted as follows :— 

ifl' Ff ^ Pr 

ttn-in-aH Td w WR irrtF 4. go w irrfiHT Ptfifb 
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4. Departmental enquiry was held against. The charges 
stood' proved in the departmental enquiry and the services 
were (erminated vide order dated 15-3-1987. 

5. The workman has not only questioned the validity of 
the dcparlmontal enquiry, but the validity of the findings 
.and the propriety of punishment. Accordingly his termination 
order is liable to be quashed end he is entilled to be 
reinstated with all back wages and consequential bene¬ 
fits. 

6 . Tho following Issues were framed and my findings have 
already been locorded as given above in answer to Issue 
Nos 1 and 3- fn therefore proceed lo record my findings 
on Issue Nos. 2, 4 and 5. 

ISSUES 

1. Wlicther the domestic/departmcntal enquiry is propoi 

and legal ? 

2 . Whether the punishment awarded is proper and legal ? 

3. Whether tho management is entitled lo lead evidence 

before this Tribunal ? 

4. Whellici- the termination/action f-ken against the 

workman is justified on the facts ot the case ’’ 

5. Relief and costs. 
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7. FindiiiHS on Issue Nos, 2, 4 and 5 : ANNEXURE 


1 base gone tlirough the D.H. file. I have also gone ihruusn 
the c.xpkiuation lx, M/8 given by the woikraan concerned. 
Except the complainant, B. B. Singh, no other witness tor 
the prosecution has supported the case of Ilie assault made 
by the delinquent, Shri Sharma. Shri B. B. Singh, Personnel 
Offleor (MW-1), MW-2, Shii Dalip Jain, MW-3 Shri Tribhuban 
Singh, lVlW-4 Shu O. P. Jain, MW-5 Shri D. B. Jonatkar, 
MW'6 ShrJ Anjani Singh, MW-7 Shn B. Shaw, M\V-R Shii 
R. P. Tiwarj and MW-9 Shu Y, C. Sinhu has not coiroborated 
the testimony of MW-1 Shri B. B, Sing-h to show that Shri 
B. B, Singh was assaulted in his Chamber. Even the mis¬ 
conduct of abusing Shn B. B. Singh in his Chamber by the 
delinquent is dilated by the circumstances which has come 
out ill the evidence of the prcoeciition witnesses as also from 
Ex, M/K of the vvotkman concerned. The delinquent woik- 
man has given a detailed account of the fact that the School 
Bus was being misused and that his childien including the 
childien of other workman had to come on foot. This is a 
hilly anj forest area and was not sale. These was the cir¬ 
cumstances w'hich had annoyed him and in these circumstances 
ho had a hot talk with Shri B. B, Singh. Neither ho intended 
to abuse liim nor committed any offence. His case very much 
finds support from the testimony of Shri Dilip Tribhiibun 
Singh etc. But the fact remains that Shri K. K. Sharma 
the delinquent bad ceitainly unused the ollicer, Shri B. B. 
Singh and this conduct of his c.annot bo appreciated. Ho had 
better ways to deal with the probcim and mslend of going 
to his office fmd caliing b.sd names. 

8 , In tliese mitigating ciicnmstances the punislirnent of 
removal from service of the workman is too harsh. Though 
misconduct is ceitainly proved, there is no pei-versity in 
ihc findinps. but the punishment is neither proper nor legal. 

I he tel mination/action cannot be justified. It would be an 
adetjuftte punishment if the workman is not given any back 
wages. The tcimination older is accordingly set aside and 
the woi kman is reinstated. He shall draw wages from the 
date he Joins his service. He will not be given any back 
wages, but shall be entitled' to all the benefits of continuity 
of ,scivice, Reference is accordingly answered as follows ;_ 

The action of the management of N.C.P.H, Colliery of 
Chirimiii Area of SECL Ltd., in dismissing their 
workman Shn Kamal Kishorc Sharma, Ov'crman, 
NCPH Colliery, vide letter No, SECE/NCPH/J2 
CS/3165—69 dated 15-3-1987 is not legal or justi¬ 
fied. Termination order is accordingly set aside. 
Workman is entitled to be reinstated with contimiilv 
of service hut without any back wages. He will 
draw his wages from the date he joins his serv cc. 
He will be entitled to all other benefits except back 
wages. In the circumstances of the ca'o I make no 
order as to coats. 

V. N. SHUKLA. Presiding Officer 

23 1993 

a;i. sjr iyi9ft^ir srftTfTaT, 1947 

( 1947 'PT 1 4) «rPT 17 % itnjTnir 4, %^IT fPTPTT fttff'TT 

vt'Tqfr trre rfr. ^ Puffin4.7 afk TPHi 

4 fflrfw sffistrr'TJt fifilBr 4 

3tW>Pp4 titohT % q'Ttff iff yft 

ttviFTT 47 leiSffi, 1992 Ti'J JXTT 5Tr I 

[JTW m9u-19012/6o/,t5'’f7-fV (47)] 
NUT ITPT, 47174177 

Nc'v Delhi, the 23rd June, 1992 

y O, 1919,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
lnduslir.l1 Tribun.il Calcutta as shown in the Annevure in 
the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Sripiir Colliery of ECL of their work¬ 
men. which was received by the Central Government on 
10-6-1992, 

[No. L-19012/60/S5-D.r\f 1B)1 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer 


CENTRAL GOVERNMENl INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
Al' CALCUTTA 

Refetence No. 33 of 1986 

PRESENT ; 

Lniploycis in relation to the management of Sirpur 
Colliery of M/s. E.C. Ltd. 

AND 

Their Workmen, 

PRESENT : 

Mr. Justice Manash Nath Roy, Presiding Olticei, 
APPEARANCES ; 

On behalf of Employer—Mi. P. Bancrjec, Advocats. 

On behalf of Workmen—Mr. S. Sengupta, Advocate. 

STAJE. ; West Bengal INDUSTRY : Coal 

AWARD 

One Bharat Lala (heieinaftei referred to as the saij em¬ 
ployee), at all material times, was employed in Ningha 
Collieiy as 1 ong Wall Face Worker under Sirpur Collieiy of 
M/3. Eastern Coal Fields Ltd. (hereinafter refericd to as 
the said Collioiyj, It was his case as represented by Coal 
India Ltd. Manu.il Labour Union (hereinafter referred to as 
the said Union ) that in response to the invitation for filling 
up the posts of Security guards he applied for the same 
and on succcsstul completion of necessary tests, he was 
selected for the post and in ternrs of an Office Order in 
Exhibit W-I, he was appointed as the Security guarj of 
the said Colliery and joined in that post, in May 1983. 

2. He has claimed that on such appointment, his pay was 
pioteclcd and thcie was no undertaking by him to the effect 
llwt on such appointment, his pay as such guard, would be 
less than Ihe initial scale and that his pay as Long Wall 
Face Worker, will not be protected. He has alleged that 
on such joining, his pay as Long Wall Face Worker was 
protected for sometimes, but from November 1984, such 
protection was icfused/denied and he was paid from the 
miti.3l scale of a Security puard. It was bis case, uptft 
October 1984, he received hi'5 pay al the rate of Rs. 859 
per month, but from November 1984, the same was slashed 
down to Rs. 580 and he accepted such lesser pay on protest 
vide Exhibit W2, which was in Hindi. 

3. It has been alleged that even on receipt of his repiesen- 
tution, the said Colliery did not change their decision, on 
which, he appioachej the said Union, who took up his 
cause and by Exhibit W-3, they reque.stcd the said Colliery, 
to rcsloic his wages as group V-A employee, in which, the 
post of Long Wall Face Workmen, wcic. The said Colliery 
replied to the said Exhibit W-3 by Exliibit W-4 on January 9, 
1985 and indicated that since the said employee voluntarily 
opted for the post and accepted the terms and conditions 
as applicable to such post of Secuiity guard, the question 
of piotcctiou, as claimed, was baseless and there could be 
no qiicsliou for the same. This E.xhibit was marked on 
consent. 

4. It was aliO alleged that some other Security guards like 
the said employee, vvere given the necessary pay protection 
and in support of such contention, refctcnco was made to a 
document of the said Colliery dated December 14/16, 
1987, Fx. M-4. 

,4. On the dispute as raised, there was a futile conciliation 
proceedings and ultimately, by the Order of Roferenco No. 
1,-19012/60/85-0 IV (B) dated March 21, 1986, the dispute 
to the following effect ; 

“Whether tlie action of the Management of Sriplir 
Colliery in not protecting the basic pay of Shri 
Bharat Lal. 1 , Long Wall Face Worker which ho 
vvas gettiiiLi at the time of his absorption as Security 
Guard, is jusified ? If not, to what relief the work¬ 
man is entitled ?" 

mj"- referred for adjudication before this Tribunal, under 
Section lOflKd) and 2fA) of the Industrial Dispute Act, 
1947 Ihercinaflci referred to as the said Act). 
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6 . It was the case of the said Colliery that the said em¬ 
ployee was initially employed as a piece ratedi worker in 
the category of Long WaU Face Worker and then, on his 
request, he was transferred and posted as a Security Guard, 
on the basis of an Order dated April 2, 1983 (Exhibited 
M-2) and thereafter, on August 28, 1984, he was absorbed. 
It was also indicated that the sain employee, got the appoint¬ 
ment to the present post on the basis of his voluntary under¬ 
taking as in Exhibit M-1, which again was cxecutctf in the 
presence of Tapes Chakravorty, Welfare Officer and Ram 
Darshan Ojh. Cashier. The signature of those two persons 
were identified by MW-1. 

7. The said Colliery contended that in view of the admitted 
position as above and since the said employee, as well appear 
from Exhiibt M-1, agreed and undertook not to ask for 
payments as “Under-ground Allowance’’, which he was 
entitled as Long Wall Face Workman there was no illegally 
or any irregularity in the action as taken and such 
action was due, bonafidc, legal and not in contravention 
of any norms, including principles of natural justice. The 
said Colliery further took the preliminary objection regarding 
the power and authority of the said Union to represent the 
said employee or to espouse his cause. In fact, it was 
alleged that the said Union had no locus standi in the matter 
and the claim as made, was without the necessary support 
from the material facts, some particulars whereof have 
been indicated earlier and also for the specific fact, as appear¬ 
ing from Exhibit M-1 and also of the fact that since occasion 
so demanded, they asked for options for the post of Security 
guard and that too, with due knowledge and notice of the 
said Union. 

8 . To establish their case regarding the authority and 
capacity of the said Union, to have the disptue raised, 
on July 27, 1989, the said Colliery filed an application for 
production of five documents and records and on that date, 
the said Union was directed to produce (i) the Register of 
members of the Union, showing that Bharat Lala was their 
bonafide member, (ii) member’s subscription book/register 
showing that he has paid his membership subscription to the 
said Union and (iii) Resolution Book of the said Union, 
showing that their Governing Body, had adopted a resolu¬ 
tion to sponsor his case. It would appear from the Order 
dated November 28, 1991 that some of the documents as 
directed, were filed at a later date and considering the state¬ 
ments made at the Bar, leave to file those documents out of 
time, was given and as some of the documents, as filed, 
were in Hindi, so the Learned Advocate for the said Union, 
was granted leave to file translated copies of them, which 
he has done and thereafter, the said Union tendered WW-2 
who was examined and cross-examined, 

9. The said witness WW-2 fa the President of the said 
Union. He produced the membership Register Exhibit W-6 
and stated that initially, the said employee was not a member 
of the said Union, but he became member of the said 
Union in 1984 and further staled that his name was in serial 
No, 110 of that E.vhibit. The above scria} will appear at 
the fourth wage of the membership list, relevant for the 
years 1985-86. He further slated that by Exhibit W-7, the 
said employee informed the said Union about his grievances. 
The exhibit, which was in Hindi was translated, as indi- 
cited earlier by the learned Advocate for the said employee. 
There was dispute over the date of this exhibit. He further 
stated that on /he basis of that representation, a resolution 
dated October 5, 1984 was passed, as mentioned, in the 
Minute Book Exhibit W-8. This e.xhibit was claimcj to be 
the resolution, on the basis whereof, the dispute was raised. 
He also claimed the said Union, to be a lecognfaed one. 
The witness, could not of course, produce any evidence to 
establish that he was the President of the said Union, which 
was registered in 1983 and has also said that the same was 
registered under his guidance. 

10. This witness agreed that the last page of the Exhibit 
was dated January 26, 1985 and the concerned jtsolution 
was for increasing the membership and the third page of 
this Exhibit was dated August 15, 1984 and by the resolu¬ 
tion of that date, decision W'as taken to make representation 
to the said Colliery over the dispute. He also agreed that 
the said Exhibit, which was the resolution book, was not 
paginated. He stated that by the resolution of October 5, 
1984, which was wiitten by him and where the names of 
other persons, who were present appear, the said Union 


approached the A.L.C. The application of the said employee 
was marked as Exhibit W-7 and the witness claimed that 
the same was dated October 6, 1984. But, it appeared that 
he was not right, us the said representation appeared to 
have been made and signed on November 5, 1984. There 
was no rubber stamp affixed to the resolution, although 
the witness agreed that the said Union has such stamp, but 
he said that such stamp was not affixed, as the same was 
not necessary. This witness was can did enough to depose 
that the said Union acts under his dictates, He further 
agreed that in page 49(a) of Exhibit W-6, which is serially 
marked, the dale February 2, 1984 will appear, which 
was under his signature and iu that page, there is also 
the signatuic of the Inspector of Trade Unions and in that 
page, the name of the said employee will not be available 
and the serial number ends at No. 152 with his signature, 
but there, the signature of the said' Inspector will not be 
available and after the page with the date July 20, 1985, 
there are some pages left, without pagination. This should 
also be noted that after page 49(a), four pages have been 
left blank and thereafter, membership aerial start for the 
year 1985-86. This witness of course agreed that the said 
employee, if at all, can be sent back to his original posting, 
provided he is paid difference of wages during the period, 
when he has served aS Security guard. In fact, it will appear 
from the order dated April 30, 1992, Sri Sengupta, appear¬ 
ing for the said employee, indicated that if the difference 
of wages, was paid', his client was willing to go back 
to his original post of Long Wall Face Worker, The state¬ 
ment was made by Mr. Sengupta, on instructions received 
from his client, who was present in Court. 

11. Apart from the submission on mebership, the said 
Colliery submited, on the quesilon of the locus standi of the 
said Union, to espouse the cause (if the said employee, 
on the facts as indicated earlier and in the manner as will 
be sated hereaftei. 

12. On merits, Mr. Sengupta, appearing for the said Union 
submitted that on posting as &curity guard, the emoluments 
of the said employee weie slushed down from those, which 
he was getting as Long Wall Face Worker and such slashing 
down, WHS not only illegal, iricgular and invalid, but such 
action was also void, n.s the said employee was not given any 
opportunity before such salashing down and as such, the acion 
as taken, was against all pririQiplcs of natural 
justice. He submitted that since it is ordinary prudence that 
no one will accept a subsequent employment on a pay/ 
emoluments lesser than which he was already receiving, so 
was not expected that the said employee, of hfa own opted 
or volunteered to receive lesser pay and emoluments os 
was sought to be established by Exhibits W-1 and M-1. 
Since this document, us stated earlier was marked on admis¬ 
sion. the adminisibilily of the same cannot be doubted. But, 
the other submission of Mr. Sengupta, on ordinary prudence, 
will have to be considered. Slashing down of the wages/ 
emoluments of ihe said employee was an admitted fact creat¬ 
ing prejudice and Mr. Bancriec indicated that since the work 
of a Long Wall Face Worker, which is to be performed 
undci ground was a hazardous one or much more hazardous, 
than the works of a Security guard, who fa to wort 
over the mine, perhaps the said employee, who was Class 
V A staff his examined choice/clection as indication in Exhibit 
M-1. Mr, Sengupta could not deny the content of 
Exhibit M-1, but indicated that since there was claim or 
indication of the slashing down of the wages/emoluments of 
the said employee and as such, on applying the submission 
as made by him and indicated earlier, the scale/emolu¬ 
ments of the said employee, should have been slashed up 
instead of slashing down. Such slashing down of the scale/ 
emolument by the said Company and in the manner the 
same was done, was claimed to be against all norms of 
justice and specially, principles of natural justice. 

13. While on the question of locus standi, on a reference 
to the evidence of WW-2, Mr. Sengupta claimed that there 
was no basis and validity of those submissions, ns admittedly. 
Exhibit W-4 was served on the aiad Union by the said 
Collieiy and that too in terms of Exhibit W-3, which was 
a letter to them, by the said Union, on the subject of non 
protection of wages in respect of the said employee. It was 
also pointed out that since, in their reply Exhiibt W-6, 
the said Colliery has not raised any objection to the said 
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Union, to communicate on the above subject, it should be 
presumed that the said Colliery accepted the representative 
capacity of the said Un.on and also recognised them. It was 
also indicated that the above fact will also be evident, as 
such oDjcction, was noi even raised in ire conciliation meet¬ 
ings and the said Colliery has ind'.cuted, ordy on a reference 
lo^Exhib.t M-1 that the said employee vomntanty accepted 
the post of Security guard and that too in the terms, as 
indicaed. Mr. Sengupta denied' the validity of such submis¬ 
sions and contended further that such option would not be 
of any effect or avail, as the said employee, was not expected 
to wilfully forgo such right or priyiiage, which he was so 
long enjoying and that too, so pjcjud caily. Mr. Sengupta 
further submitted that '■iace the said Co’llioty is now adniitied- 
ly a Public Authority, so, they sheuM not take such piehmi- 
nary po nts as in this case. In supnoit of iiis submissions, 
he referred to the case of the Mdras Port Trust Vs. Hymanshu 
Inreinational etc. A.l.ll. 1979 S.C. 1144. This deteimir.ation, 
in my view, cannot be brought into play liilly in the facts 
and circumstances of the case, since the points as raii.ecJ in 
this case, are not strictly technical, but they, in my v.evt, 
are legal objections 

14. I have indicated eaal'er that Mr. Banerjee. specihcaliy 
argued the question of locus standi of me said Union, since 
(i) the said employee was not their member at the lelevant 
time and (ii) thoie w'as no duly framoc'/passed le'sciulion 
by them, to espouse the cause. As indicated eail.or, an 
application for production of certain documents by the said 
Union was allowed and they in their turn, through \VW-2 
produced Exhibit W-6, VV-7 and W-8 on Februa.y 27, 19S2. 
None of the exhibits, specially Exhibit VV-6, Mr. Banerjee 
pointed out, contained the Ruuber stamp of the said Union, 
which according to him, was necessary under Section 
13 of the Trade Union Act. Tne.'e is no doubt that the 
records as indicated, have no Rubber S amp of the s.iid 
Union affl.xed and as such, Mr. Banerjee also suggested that 
they were not genuine records or rccoids duly maintained. 
Exhibit W-7, which was in Hindi, contained the signature 
of the said employee with the date November 5, 1984, but 
WW-2 claimed to have raised (he di-spute with the said 
Colliery on October 5, 1984. On verification, it appeared 

that the said Exhiibi W-7 was dated NcAember 5, 1984 and 

on the bsis of the above dates, Mr. Banerjee, for the reasons 
as indicated, claimed thiit no reliance can be placed on the 
resolution Book Exhibit W-8 or the entries therein and more 
particularly, on xt’e rcjoliiiion for espousirig/sponsoring the 
cause of the said employee, by the said Un'on. He ol-'' 
course indicated that the said Union was recognised, bu' 
nis main submission, on the facts of this case", was that 

the dispute was not duly raised or sponsored. There was 

admitted discripancies in the representalicn of the '.aid em¬ 
ployee, to the said Union to espouse/sponsor his cause and 
on the ba'-’is of that representation, it 'voiild ppp.^ar that 
the resolution as passed or the decEion taken by ihe said 
Union in Exhibit W-8 was adm'ttedlv post dated and in fact, 
such were the submissions, to ray mind, w'ilh justifeaticn. 
made by Mr. Banerjee. 

15. It was aKo an admitted fact, that upfo page 49('a) 
of Exhibit W-6, there was no Rubber Stamp or Seal of the 
said Union, which wgo a Registered Trade Union, and wh ch 
under .‘Section 13 of Ihe Trade Union Act, 1936. was not 
only a body corporate by the name under which She same 
was registered and had or has a perpetual succession and 
a comm.on Seal, with the powers and obligations as indica¬ 
ted in the Section and as such, it W'as submitted by Mr. Baner¬ 
jee that all, each and every action of the sahl Union, should 
have been taken and subscribed ur. Hr their Seal and since 
such Seal was not available in the Exhibit, so, no reliance 
should' or could be placed on the same or the authenoity 
thereof. There is some justification in the submission of 
Mr. Banerjee. The said Union, in the facts of this case, 
was expected to have all their acts done or at lea-'t the 
resolution parked, as in this case, under or with their sea! 
and there having paucity of evidence on thai account and 
also, because of the oondiifon of the Resolution Book and 
the manner, in which the same has been maintained, i* 
is very difliciilt to atfact authority and bnnafide of the same. 

^"^erits. Mr. Banerjee, on a reference to Exhibit 
v/-l and M-1 indxatc^d tbat there v>as no coninnlsjon and 
the said employee, of his own, opted for the pest of Shcii- 


tity guard' anj on the iinde.'-t/.kings as recorded. As such, 
he Claimed drat he cannot (urn round and contend other- 
\,ite or as subnitteo .n this ca'se. Mr. Banerjee also sub- 
milied that ihe s.sid employee m/.intamed silence for a long 
t,mc and actej r.ecoiding to ms ur.acistandmg, but suddenly, 
alter a long lapse oi time, get the dispuie rased. This 
conduct, vv"s warned to be not honahde and it was also 
sub.miitcd tti;.; tor ihc ac.raittet.' delay in raising the dispute, 
no intei'icreriv-c snouid be maoe. VVhile on this point, the 
ir.l'.n js.on made bv hit. oeugupui, on the basis of the 
determinations in .4 LR. 1978 S.C. 1144. will have to be 
Considered. 1 feel and find tha'i li not on the basis of such 
aeterminairon, bur, s nee in law, there is no lim'tation pres- 
ermed, for a case ot the present nature and more particularly 
when, tire sa.d employee has given some explanation, about 
hij oeiayeJ n-fcience. the point of limitation will not be 
of aa> iielp and avail to the said CoUieiy. But, the other 
preliminary points ol Mr. Baneriec shoulo be sustained and 
cn the basis of the records, it should be held that the dispute 
Vv'1,3 not dt;ly spos&ored/espoused. 

17. ]-or lire view.' as cxpri.sscd eail.er, it can not hut 
!ic held tiia; ihe reference should be answetcd in the negative 
and against the said Union. 

IS. ilut, one thing is certain that Mr. Sengupta was right 
„t his subrnrssic.ts tntd Lnowingly, .tn employee would not 
opi ior any posling whieli would drew lesser pay or emolii- 
Vocnis than the post wh'ch be 'yvas holiling. The answer to 
riti. by ft-ir. Banerjee and as indicated earlier, was that since 
the work of Surface Wall Worker/ was to be performed under- 
gr< u-.d dic same was mucii more hazardous than the duty 
of Security guard, which vvas over the mines and perhaps 
to tivoid' SUCH haz.'uds, the said employee, opted for the 
pod of Security guard. Even though there is no legal evi¬ 
dence to e'dablish such conduct, but since parties appearing 
before me agreed that the work of tne Surface Wall Worker 
war. much nore hazaiar'ous than ihe woi'k of Security guard, 
VO ihe e.xpianation as given, can be duly fined in with conduct 
ot the said e.'npioyee. 

19. '\' indicated earlier, ori April 30, 1992, Mr. Sengnpla. 
on instructions from h's ch'ent, who was present in Court, 
stated that hd euciit was willing to go back to his former 
post of Stnfiicc Vl'a’i Worker, j rvivided lie is given the pro¬ 
tection of pay and ^ other aiiciiary and accrued benefits. 
Flora such slaiemeiii, it i-; also dear that Ihe said employee 
is wiiimg to go bac: to his foi'-rn'er posting, on the terms as 
indicated. 

20. Such bc'.ny the positions, even though ] cannot make 
ar.y .■'Vward ir. h.'s favour or nuswe- the reference in that 
manner, 1 have it on recc'd th-i cDnstdoiing the priide.nce 
as mentioned earlier, which wu' reasonable, the said em- 
dIovcc, if rr-'isibie. be ‘cnt back to his former posting of 
.Siufacc V\’ali Worker and. be r;i.d in accordance with law. 
In fnct,_the .above "hservation ha-, been made on consent and 
it shoijid 'aisii bo noted that '4i. Banerjee, appearing for 
‘be s.iid Colliery, stated in h;:i iisuu! f-.irness that he will 
ad"-',' e his clients accordingi y. 

21. This is my Av. ai d. 

Dale i. Calculi a, 

Tire 20u> Mr.s, 1992. 

MAN ASH N kTH IvO'f. Presiding Officer 
'T-t fCTf, -j a rr-T, 19 13 

ltd. ?TT. 10 'll. —'cMrf-rrT flf-lR itr-TpTT''!. 1917 
(l9t7 OT 14) TTB' 17 -Ji mUTfil :? TTBit rTtPlT T^TT 
tut? -rrmr irn tirT nrfr't ttn; tc/b i. f=T. % 

S'Ti-ytrvr % Brng' fT-flTtii 'it.tti'tT if Tf'f Tttf J h 

fhf^ sft'TTfirTr RsiIT if HriTfr ofllfrfTii '4'rdiT'<T, 

iJBrTTT % q-'fOT trirrrrn tj-tv d, trr ^'sfT trrir.-r q/t 
16 TT 19y2 Tj- T/cT pSTf T! I 

pT’fT nrr. 2'201'J /2i) /Ofi-Tf? TH (Tf-fl 1] 
nsrr tit, 'itt: srskipfr'i 

New Delhi, the 23rd June, 1992 

S.O. 2920,—In pursiiurce or ‘section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Ac:, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central Government 
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That the above case will not be re-opened in any 
forum and this is full and final settlement. 


heicby publishes the uwaid of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Jabalpur as shown in the Annesuic m tiie 
Tndustiial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Chachai & Run^ta Group of Mines of M/s. 
SEC I td of their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Goveiimicnt on the 18th June, 1992, 

[No L 22012/20/90 IR (C-II)] 
RAJA LAI^, Desk Olllcer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE HON'BEF SHRT V, N SHUKEA, PRESIDING 
OJ HCER, CENTRAT, GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
ERIBUNAL CUM LABOUR CXJURT, JABALPUR (MP.) 

CASE NO. CGIT/1 ClR)( 1411/1990 

PARTIES ; 

Employers m relation to the management of Chacttal 
& Rungta Group of Mines of M/s SI CL Post 
Amiui Colliery, District Shahdol .MP)-484II6. 

AND 

Their woikman, Shri ChotcUl S/o Madan, Token No. 
1690, represented through the General Secretary, 
National Colliciv Workeis Federation, Sohagpiir 
Area Post DIuuipun, Disinct Shahdol (M.P.)- 
484114 

appearances ; 

Tor Woikman—Shri D. E Agaiwai, 

Fot Management—Sbn R Menou, Advocate, 
INDUSTRY • Coal Mines DISTRICT • Shahdol (MP) 
AWARD 

Dated, May 12, 1992 

This IS a reference made by the Ccntial Goveintnent, 
Ministry of 1 abour, vide its Notification No. L 22(>12(20)/90- 
IR (Coal II) Dated 27th March, 1990, foi adjudication of the 
lollowing dispute •— 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the Management of Ch.ictiai 
Underground Mines of M/s SEC [Id. m termi¬ 
nating services of Shri Chotelal S/o Madan Token 
No, 1690, IS legal and justified 7 tf not, to what 
lelief the workman concerned is entitled?’ 

2 After siihmilted then leiocctive statement of claim 
icjoindci and documents part es arrived at a settlement and 
hied a compromise petition on 12th May, 1992 P.irtie> have 
also vetihed the teims of settlement which arc as under:— 

Terms of Settlement 

1 Ehat Shii (. hhotelal, E\-Gcneral Mazdooi Chachai 

Undergioiind Mine will be given re employment as 
General Ma/door, Category I, m the pay soale of 
Rs 38 47-0 70 48 27 of NCWA-TV, and will be post¬ 
ed at BaiiRwai Pioject of Amlai & Bangvvat Sub- 
Area. 

2 That he will be taken on employment after proper 
verification anj identification by two permanent em¬ 
ployees. 

3 That (he idle peiioj will be treated as ‘Dies non’ 
and he will not be entitled foj any wages on the 
pimciples of ‘No work no pay’, 

4 That his services will be watched for one year after 
he resumes duty and if his performance is not found 
satisfactory, he will be liable for disciplinary action. 

b The continuity of service will be given for the pui- 
posc of Gratuity Only 


7 That in view of the above settlement, the Case No 
CGIT LC(R)(141)/90 filed before CGIT, Jabalpur 
(MP) will be tioated as closed and the Court will 
be requested to pass the consent awaid 

3 1 have gone through the above teims of settlement wbich 
appear to be just, fair and m the interest of the workman 
concerned I, therefore, record my award ui teims of settle¬ 
ment and make no order as to costs. 

V. N SHUKLA, Presiding Officer 
qf 25 1 992 

TT RT 1921 f^TT wfiffTiTtr, ( 1947) 

( 1947 TT 14) 'tff tlUT 17 i spjrrrvT R iqrTnT 

nrin qr 4 afrirfr? wrr i 4) it fas' 

if ii^a fipmiiifr afE infuTt ^ vft, ^41? h 
aiWlfiu; fmrTT q ’Ujfhr trrinT atfrrlfiiE ^7 

qiTTj ipi sTTiRisr ^'1 nwu 4 ;t ifi ^4, 1992 

ft TfiT gut «Tv I 

[tfSttfiriT 22012/494/90-^4tffr (qr-H) ] 

VTUt ITPT, wfwEI'ft' 

New Delhi, the 251h June, 1992 

SO 1921—In pursuance of Section 17 of the IndusuiaV 
Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Ccntnl Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Iribunul. Bhubaneswar as shown m the Annexine 
III the Industrial Dispute between the emplovers m relation 
to the management of Mine No 4 Orient Colliery of S F C 
ltd of then wolkmcn, which was received bv the Central 
Government on the 16tb June, 1992 

[No, 1.-22012/434/90-IR (C-U)] 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer. 

ANNEXURE 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, ORISSA. BHUBANE.SWAR 
PRESENT ; 

Sri R K Dash, EL B , Presiding Officer, Induslilal Tri- 
bimal, Orissa, Bhubaneswar. 

Industri.d Dispute Case No 4 of 1991 (Central) 
Dated, Bhubaneswar, the Sth Jung, 1992 

BETWEEN 

The management of Mine No 4, Oiient Colheiy 
of S E C Ltd of Ib Valiev Area, 

Biajramagar, District Sambalpur 

First Party- 
management. 

AND 

TTicir workman Sn Kirtan Sahu, 
n fladli workman repicsented through 
Brairajnagar C oiil Mines Workers Union, 

At/PO, Lamtibahal, Via. Biajrajnagai, 

District Sambalpur 

Second Party- 
workman, 

APPEARANCES . 

None—For both the parties 

award 

The Government of India in the M riivtiy of l abour in 
exercise of powers conferred upon them bv clause (d) cd ^h- 
section (1) and subsection f2A) of Section 10 of the Indus- 



[iTT'TlI-'JT 3(tl)] 
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trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) and by their order 
dated 18th Febrituiy 1991 have referred the following dispute 
for itdjudieation by this rribunal —■ 

“Whether the action of the management of Mine No 4 
Orient Colltery ot SEC Ltd of lb Valley Area, 
Brajrajnagiii in terminating the services ot Shri 
Klrtan Sahu, Badli woikman, Mine No 4, Orient 
Colliery with effect from lOtti May, 1984 is lawful 
and justified ? 11 not, to what relief the workman 
would be entitled to 7” 

2 This case was posted to 12th Ttbrnaiy, 1992 cither for 
recording settlement or for first hearing On that day both 
paitica remained absent and did not take any steps despite 
registcicd notices served on them As it appe,ars the parties 
do not have any intciest in the case Moieovci, it is difficult 
to answer tlie icfcrcnce lu iibsencc of any evidence In the 
cnciimstance. I am constrained to piss j, no dispute award 
m so fai ns the piescnt reference is conec'-ned 

R K DASH Presiding Officer 
3 0 sr^T, 1HH2 

TT W lu.t -sfllflfipr ftRtR wftrftptrr 1047 

(tot? Tf It) 3fr Jm 17 ft tPjrTTur ff, 'rttti T7 

TtRiTTRET iTTE 4 srartfrfjT % tftra 1441441 

^ jfW, btfiTiS ifhftfii'T fTqlT rt ^4 ttnETT 

3t')4ftflT<E trfffvETvir, % ch'72: fit trTrfJTlT I ojT 

rTEHtlT Tt IS ■Jtq' 94 <ri ATT 5*n Tj I 

[ffw iriT liOl 1 /fit /fi7 fr rr (tfl) /tfl IV (*tT)] 

TruTTK wfvprrfl 


‘Whcthei Ihe Distiict Manager, Food Corpoiat on of 
India, Nafipui, in iccovenng Rs 112 from Sii V K, 
Kotal, Rs 216 from Sii N S Shiikla, Rs 136 from 
Sn A N Piitil .and Rs 282 from Sri O K Barapatre 
on account of TA Bills even when the employees 
concerned have now submitted permission Irora con¬ 
trolling uuthoiity, IS justified? If not, to what lelief 
the workmen concerned are entitled 

2 Both the parties have hied their respective statement 
of claims and documents Case was fixed for evidence of 
paities However, good sense prevailed in parties and they 
have niulually settled the dispute and filed a Memorandum 
of Settlement and verihed the same on 3-7 1991 fhe terms 
of settlement uie as under,— 

(1) That claims of thiee employees S[Shii N S Shukla, 
A N Patil and G K Barapatie shall be admitted 
immediately .after signing of this settlement by the 
concerned parties as shown below — 

(i) Shri N S fvbukla—AG~1T(D) Rs 216 00 

(ii) Shn G K Bampatre—AG—IIT(D) Rs 282 00 

(ill) .‘ihii A N Patil—T\ Gr I Rs 136 00 


Total Rs 634 00 


(2) That 4ih claim of Rs 1)2 iii respect of Shri V K 
Kolvval is withdrawn as Shn V K Kotwal has not 
piodu-ed required certificate 

(3) That no inteiest will be claimed foi the dispute 

amount novv being paid to above three employees 


New Delhi, the 20lh June 1992 

SO 1922—In pursuance of setcion 17 of the Industnal 
Disputes Act 1947 (14 of 1947) the Central Government 
hereby publishes the aw aid of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal Jabalpur as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Food Corpioration of India of their woikmen, 
which was received by the Ctntral Govemment on the 
18 6 92 

[No L-42011)61|87 D-IT(B)|D rVfB)] 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

before shri V N SHUKLA, PRESIDING OFEICFR, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CtJM-lJVROUR COURT, JABALPUR (M P ) 

CASE NO CX31T1IjC(R)(117)|1988 

PARTIES 

Einployeis in iclrtion to the management of Food Cor¬ 
poration of India Nagpur (MS) and their workmen, 
represented through the Food Corporation of India 
Employees Association, C|o Food Corporation of 
India, Ajni, Nagpur-44()015 

APPTARANCES 

For Workmen—Sliri N S Shukla 
Eor Vtanagcment—Sliii G R Sonayc 

INDUSTRY 1 ood Corporation DISTRKTT Nagpur (M S) 

AWARD 

Dated July 8th 1991 

This Is a reference made by the Central Government, 
Ministry of labour, vide its Notification No L-42011161187- 
DII B|E)| IV B Dated 3-11-1988. for adjudication of the 
following dispute — 


3 Thus the claim of the thiec workmen SjShri N S 
Shukla, O K Baiapatre and A N Phtil ha* been fully 
settled as indicated above The claim of the fouith workman, 
Shri V K Kotwal has been withdrawn by the Union as he 
could not produce the reqiiiied certificate I am satisfied vnth 
the above terms of settlement and I record my award accor¬ 
dingly With no order as to costs 

V N SHUKLA, Presiding Offi’er 
nf fiFT't, 23 1992 

44 FT 19Jt--StWlfW frqR Ff^PiTlTF 1947 

( 1947 TT 14) nT stm 17 ^ irffTriT SfTTpTlT TTFrU 

t 4r mil 

WpbT rt Bjfr-iT Sthfrri'T ftviT? ff TTTTIT St^tflfTT 

Fftrrnir 943? TUFtTi ^ iff t-4>T 

nr(4Tr Tt 19 '5JT 199 2 44 JTiM JFT «T t I 

[WTT ffT-12013 ! 149 /99 - ,:('t)] 

iff ^ tirfflTFR, tTF Ffa-TT')' 

New Delhi, the 23rd June, 1992 

SO 1923—^In puisuance of Section 17 of the Industnal 
Disiviitcs Act 1947 (14 of 1947), (he Central Covemment 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, New Delhi as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the Management of Allahabad Bank and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 
18-6-92 

[No L-120121449l89-DTl(\)] 
V K VENUGOPALAN, Desk Officei 
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before SHRI GANFATI SHARMA, FRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 
NEW DELHI 

. I.D. No 24190 

In the matter of dispute between : 

Shri Naresh Kumar Sharma, 

House No. 3004, Ku:ha Neel Kanth Daryaganj, 

New Delhi-110002. 

Versus 

Zonal Manager, 

Allahabad Bank, 

Zonal Office, 

17, Sansad Marg, 

New Delhi-110001. 

APPEARANCES: 

None—^for the workman 

Shri M. K. Verma—for the management. 

AWARD 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE HON’BLE SHRI V. N. SHUKLA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRiBUNAL-CUM LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (M.P.) 

Case No. CGIT|L ; CR(R)r96)|1988 

PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the man»gement of Central 
Bank of India, Raipur tM.P.) and their workman, 
Shri R. L. Yadu, represented through the General 
Secretary, M. P. Bank Employees Association, 
Parvana Bhawa'n, Ami’'pere, P.O. Bo,^ No. 68, 
Raipur (M.P.). 

APPEARANCES : 

For Workman.—^None. 

For Management.—Shri G. C. Bhatia, Advocate. 
INDUSTRY : Banking DISTRICT ; Raipur (M.P.) 

AWARD 


The Central Government in the Ministry of Labour vide 
its Order No. L-12012/449/89 D.2-A has referred the follow¬ 
ing industiral dispute to th's Tribunal for adjudication- 

“Whether the action of the Zonal Manager Allahabad 
Bank, Zonal Office New Delhi in terminating Shri 
Naresh Kumar Sharma, Cashier from the tervice 
of the bank w.e.f. 25-3-87 is legal and valid? To 
what relief the workman is entiled to ?’ 


2. From 28-10-91 onward the workman did not appear 
nor filed any affidavit in support of its evidence Four oppor¬ 
tunities were given to him and he did not appear to follow 
the dispute. It appears that the workman was not interested 
in patrsuing this dispute. He was proceeding exparte on 
10-3-92. He did not appear again on 6-5-92 and nobody else 
appear on his behalf. It appears that no dispute exist bet¬ 
ween the parties and I, therefore, pasted a No Dispute aw'ard 
in his ca^e leaving the patties to bear their ovm co-ts. 

May 27, 1992. 


GANPATI SHARMA, iPresidmg OTicer 


Tf 23 199 2 

4TT AT, ^ -STlgl-flrr ff TWYtiT, 194 7 

(1947 TT 14 ) # ETTcr 17 %■ chtrryr tt, ifrjT 

STFI 3 ft?: ^,1% 9^37771 

% :4krTf3T3? Jr TtrfrR 

rnriRr-'r I, ^ %rIt uiri?: 
18 1992 |J1T I 

rcr -17012 jiss jsi-f! -2 (i^)] 

4". T. ttn-j.-H-.s?.-!, i?;;; 


New Dcihi, the 23rd June, 1992 

S.O, 1921.—In puisuanco .tf Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
inaiislnal Tnbunai, Jsbalpiir as shov/n in the Annexure '.n 
the Industrial d-spute between the employers m relation to 
the Mpt. Ci Ce.’tral Pan! ef J'-'dia and Ihc’r workmen, 
wnic.i v'as tceeived ty !,he Cc frai Government on the 18-6-92. 


[No. L-12012/753/87-D-n (A)] 
V. K. VENUGOPALAN. Desk Officer 


Dated, May, 13th, 1992 

This is a reference made by the Central Government, 
Ministry of Labour, vide its Notification No, L-12012i753|87- 
DIl(A) Dated 6-9-88, for adjudication of the following 
dispute :— 


SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the Central Bank of India in 
dismissing from service Shri R. L. Yadu is justified ? 

If not. to what relief is the workm.in entitled ?” 

2. This case was registered on 13-9-1988. Both the parties 
filed their respective statement of claim. Issues were framed 
.1 the case and tha case was fixed for evidence. 

3. In have gone through the proceedings. After the 

legisteration of the case, 20-12-1988, 30-1-1989, 15-2-1989, 
28-2-1989. 13-3-1989, 29-3-1989, 7-4-1989, 5-10-1989, 
16 11-1989, 4-1-1990, 2-2-1990, 5-4-1990, 

15-6-1990, 24-9-1990, 16-1-1991, 29-5-1991, 30-9-1991, 

2-1-1992 and 2-3-1992 were fixed for the progress of the 
case. But except on two occasions i.e. on 20-12-1988 and 
31-1-1989 nobody app. ared on behalf of the workman to 
nrosecute his case. From the above conduct of the workman 
it appears that he is not interested in prosecuting his case. 
1 have therefore no option but to close the case and pass a 
No Dispute Award. No dispute Award is accordingly passed. 
Parties to be their own costs. 

V. N. SHUKLA, Presiding Officer 


rif feiTl, 23 5r=T, 1992 

471. *11. 1925-StMItTF ftTR 1947 

( 1947 411 14) 17 % ?PTT7:il if, 7174117:, TSfR 

#9FTvl ^41 % 5147Slcl^ % 7TT5 fwJ-Wl :3=l1l 419-41171 % 

^9, SIT^J H 3ll3lf9T ^ 97TR STTSlirW 

!rfj417t9 9f ^ 4:1 !141lf91cr I, 4rl 

7174717: 41 18 199 2 l(Fi|7ir I 

[^71*5'-{1 b;T-12012 / 72 /86 -fT -4 (9)] 
^ toTfitUTT, t741-8fsr4ri7l 

New Delhi, the 23rd June, 1992 

S O 1925 —In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In- 



[^rirU-'ws- 3(;i)] 


18^ I992M'?i^ 2 7, 1914 


[No. L-120I2/72/86-D-IV (A)] 
V. K. VENUGOPALAN, D.'sk Officer 
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No % Jealgora Colliery of Bhaw-a Area 

^ hv th ^ 'workmen, which was receiv¬ 

ed by the Central Government on 22nd June, 1992. 

fNo. L-24012(!47). 87-D.lV(B)] 
K. VENUGOPALAN. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 


ANNEXURE 


OFF^p’l^ r pxS-'o ‘^anpati sharma, 

OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRlAl 
NEW DELHI 


PRESIDING 

TRIBUNAL, 


ED. No. 50/1987 
J.i the matter of dispute between .* 
Shn K. N. Joshi, ClerkjCasbier, 
through the General Secretary, 

PNB Workers’ Organisation, 

898, Nai S'arak, Chandni ChowE Delhi. 


Versus 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANJBAD 

In the matter of a reference under sec. 10(l)(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
Reference No. 33 of 1988 


PARTIES: 

Employers in relation to the management of Jealgora 
Colliery of Bhowra Area No. XI of M/s. B.C.C. 
Ltd. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 


The Regional Manager, 

Punjab National Bank, 

F-14, Competent House, 

Cennaught Place, 

New Delhi. 

APPEARANCES.—None. 

award 


PRESENT : 

Shri S. K. Mitra, Presiding Officer 
APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers—Shrt G. Prasad, Advocate. 

For the Workmen—None. 

STATE : Bihar. INDUSTRY : Coal. 

Dated, the 15th June, ;992 


Ministry of Labour vide 
SuStiSn industrial dispute to this Tribunal foi 


Whether the action of the management of Punjab 
National Bank in imposing the penalty of stoppage 
of 2 Annual Graded Increments permanently in 
respect Of Shri K. N. Joshi, Cle^fclCashier is justified ? 
If not, to what relief the workman is entitled ?” 

fixed for 5-5-92 but none appeared either 
on behalf of the management or that of the workman It 
appears that no dispute exist between the parties as none of 
them had come to contest this case. T, therefore, pass No 
Dispute Award in this case leaving the parties to bear their 
«*wn costs. 

June 1, 1992. 

GANPATT SHARMA, Presiding Officer 


^ fifwfV, 25 1992 

RT. 1926.—afWtftHT famr stfhfim 1947 

(1949 ffr 14) ^ EiKi 17 % tpmrvr h, *r33rR, po 
^it. tft'. trsr. sfhriftxr ^fif^prtl tflrr ^ tr. n 
% WHpfI 3ft? :jrr% mrw 

Jr sft?ftftHr fhmr ft Mtn afttflflRr irfa^^tor 

(ft. 1 ) Frmm % nmR 4ft sroffta 4r?cfr sfr mmr? 
^ 22 1992 4ft stFtr pr n\ \ 

[ftw 1131-24012 /147 /87 ftl 4 (aft)] 

ftl. % tijfth-TWT, f?4i 


AWARD 

The present reference arises out of Order No, L-240I2 
(147)/87-D.IV(B), dated', the 20th January, 1988 passed by 
the Central Government In respect of an industrii dispute 
between the parties mentioned above. The subject matter of 
the dispute has been specified in the schedule to the said 
order and the said schedule runs as follovre :— 

“Whether the action of the Management of Jealgora Col¬ 
liery of Bhowra Area No. ID of M/s. Bharat Cok- 
Coal Ltd., P.O. Bhowra, District Dhanbad in not 
upgrading Sri Ram Deo Prasad, i amp Issue Clerk 
m Clerical Gr. II, is justified ? If not, to what 
relief the workman is entitled ?’' 

2. The dispute has been settled out of Court. A memoran¬ 
dum of settlement has been filed in Court. I have gone 
through the terms of settlement and I find them quite fair 
and reasonable. There is no reason why an award should not 
.be passed on the basis of terms and conditions laid down in 

the memorandum of settlement. I accept it and pass an award 
accordingly. The memorandum of settlement shall form part 
of the award. 

3. Let a copy of this award be sent to the Ministry as 
required under sectiori IS of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947. 

S. K. MITRA, Presiding Officer 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOV¬ 
ERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, DHANBAD 

Reference 33/88 

Employers in relation to the Management of Jealgtsa 
Colliery of M/s. BCCL 

AND 


Their workmen. 


New Delhi, the 25th June, 1992 

S.O. 1926.—In pumuance of Section 17 of the Industin 
of 1947), the Central Govemmei 
a **1® Award of the Central Government It 

ffi j ^ shown ffi the Annexm 

n26 GI/92*^'^?^ Dispute between the employers in relatio 


Joint petition of Compromise 

The humble petition on behalf of the parties most respect¬ 
fully shewth :— 

I. That the parties to the dispute have entered into an 
a^eement to settlement the dispute on the following tenat 
pnd conditions :— 
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Terms of Settlement 

1 . Su Ramtleo Pras-d, Lump IsbUc Clerk v,itl be placed 
in cJerit:..l Grade II from the date his juniors U.G. 
Mtinshis were placed in cletical Gradc-il in the yeai 
1984, 198J 4 1986 or later on. 

2. Sri Ramdeo Prasad will be paid 50 per cent of the 
dillerenco of wages of clericrl grade-ill and dcvic^ 
Grade-II from the date of his placement in clerical 
Grade-II as per Para 1 above till he was actually 
placed in clerical Or. 11 under S,I,.LI. w.e.f. 1st 
July, 19*>. 

3. The pailiea will appioach the llon’hle Tiihunal to 
accord the compromise and pass an award ia termr 
of the Seltlemcnt. 

4. The workman concerned and the union ot the woik 
man shall have no claim whalsoevcr. 

5. Thai the asreement is fair and proper. 

6 . This settlement fully and finally resolves the above 
mentioned reference pcndinir before the Hon'ble 
Tribunal. 

It IS, therefore, prayed that your honour may be aiaeiously 
plea.sed to accept the Settlement and pass an award in terms 
of the Settlement for which the parties ihall ever pray, 

Koprenentins workman 
Sd/- 

S. K. Sinhu. the Branch Secy. 

IMS & Member of It. Commitleo. 

Sd/- 

K. N. Mishra, Branch vecy. fMS, 

Jcalgora Colliery & 

Member Jt, Committee. 

Witnesses : 

Sd/- 

1. Ramdeo Prasad 

Sd/- 

2 V S Prasad—Advocate, 

Representing Employer 
Sd/- 

Aijciat, Jcaljora Colliery, 
Sd'- 

Dy. C.P.M./P.M. Bhowra Aiea. 
Sd/- Illegible 

Advocate 

1-6-1992 

Part of the Award 

Sd/- Illegible 
Presiding Officer 

Central Govt. Lidustr'al Tribnhal- 
cum-Laboor Court (No. 11, Dhanbad 

2 5 1992 

<51. wr 1927.—fimrawftrPWJT, 1947 ( 1947) 

■FT 14) <t?l- urr 17%7!fRT Ro4>.jfV. 

rfl. nr. <p 1 affrifin if^rfiTiTfr wq'T?! % efk 

Ftjtfrp'f % V'Au if sfWfipti if ^sjfpt 

siWffiTsf; erfhiirTnr (rf i) c(r spfrffjrpT 

TTrrff t, JT7TrT ^if 2 2-6-9 2 *171 5fF?r ifltr «rr I 

[rt^qr triq—209 12/246/89“-’tnf etfr (<f;>r-Il)] 

s(f. % WfEPTpJ 

New Delhi, the 25th June, 1992 

3.0, 1927.^In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central Government 


hereby pul'l'shcb Ihe Award nf the Central Government In- 
dustiial "liihunal (No. I ), Dhanhad as shown in the Annexurc 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the nranapement of Jealgora Colliery of M/s. Bharat Cok¬ 
ing Coal ltd. and their workmen, which v^as received by the 
Ccniial CJovernment on 22nd June, 1992. 

[No. L-20012(246J S9-lR(Coal-I)I 
V, K, VENUGOPALAN. Desk Officer 


ANNhXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAE GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO I, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under .Sec. 10(1 )td) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 

Reference No. 22 of 1990 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the tuanagemant of Joalgara 
Colliery uf \l/4. B.C.C. Ltd. 

AND 

Thoir Workmen. 

PRESENT • 

Shi I S K. Mitra. Pifliidiag Officer, 

AEPl-,\RANCES : 

For the Employers—Shri G. Prasad. Advocate, 

For the Workmen—Sbn B. B. Pandey, Advocate. 

STATE : Bihar. INDUSTRY ; Coal. 

Dated, the 16th June, 1992 

-AWARD 

The piesent reference arises out ef Order No. L-20012/ 
246''89-lR(CoaI-n, dated the 12th February, 1990, passed 
by Ihe Central Government in respect of an iudustiial dispute' 
betw^n (he parties mentioned above. The subject matter of 
the dispute has been specified in the schedule to the said order 
■ind the said schedule runs as follows :— 


‘'Whether the action of the management of lealgora Col¬ 
liery, M|s. Bharat Coking Coal Lid., P.O. lealgora. 
District Dhanbad, in dismissing Shri Arun Bouri, 
MCE fiom service w'th effect from Ist November, 
1988 is juatiRed 7 If not, to what relief the workman 
IS entitled ?” 


2. The dispute has been settled out of Court. A memoran- 
dum of settlement has been filed in Court. I have gone 
through the terms of settlement and T find them quite fair and 
reasonable. There is no reason why an award should not 
be passed on the basis of tcims and .Renditions laid down m 
the memorandum of settlement, I accept it and pass *B award 
accordingly. The memorandum of settlement shall form part 
of Ihe award. 


3. Let a copy of this award be sent to tha Ministry as re- 
nuiied under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act. 
1947. 

S. K. MITRA, Presidint Officer 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOV¬ 
ERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, DHANB.AD 

Reference No. 22/90 

Employers in relation to the management of Jeatg«ra 
Colliery ©f M/s, BCCL. 
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AND 

Their workmen. 

Joint Petition of Compromise 

The humble joint petition of compromise on behalf of the 
pnrtieit of-— 

Most respectfully shewth 

That, the parlies to the industrial dispute have entered iot* 
an agreement to settle the aforesaid reference on the follow- 
int tcims and conditions ;— 

Terms of Settlemcni 

J, Sri Arun Bonn, Ex-MCL lealgoia Colliery shall be 
taken in employment as MCL with continuity of 
service for the purpose of gratuity. 

2. The period of absence w.e t. 13th Jiilv, 19k,S and 
subsequent dismissal w.c.f. ilth January, 1988 till 
date of joining shall be treated as dies-non. 

3. He 11 ill not lie entitled to miges foi the inleiveninp 
peiiod from l.llh Inly, 1983 (ill the dale of hir 
jommg duly, 

4. He will be paid an c.t-gratia of Rs. 1500 (Rupees 
one thousand five hundred) only for meeting the ex 
penses incuiicd by him in the I’libunal etc. 

5. The parties wjl) appioach the Hon’ble Tribunal te 
tocord the compromise and pass ae an aid in term/ 
of the settlement. 

6. vSri Arun Bonn will be provided employment as 
MCL within one month from the date the com¬ 
promise is filed, 

7. Thi.s settlement fully and .fnaliy resolves Ihe afore¬ 
mentioned Reference pending foi adjudication before 
the Hon'ble Tribunal, 

8. The workman concerned and the union of the work- 
raan shall have no other claim. 

9. That the Settlement is fair & proper. 

It is therefore, prayed that your honour may be graciously 
pleased to accept ihe Settlement and pa,ss an award in terms 
of this settlement. And for this net of kindnes.s the employet 
shall ever pray. 

Representing workman 
Sd/- 

K. N, Mishia, 

Branch Secretary, J.M.S. 

Jealgora Colliciv ic 
Member Jomt Committrc. 

Sd 

( I) Arun Bouri 
Sd 

(2) Chhedi. Peon 
F.B. No. 208802 
Sd/- Advocate 

Rcpiesentiiijj Employer' 
Sd/- 

Agent, Jcalgorn Colliery 
Sar- 

n.ited : 4-6-1992 

Dv. C.P.M./P.M. 
Bhowra Area. 

sd/- 

Advocate 
8. Pra.sad, Advocate. 
Part of ihe Award 
Sd/- Illegible 
Presiding Officer 

Central Govt. Industrial Tribunal- 
curn-Labour Court (No. 1), Dhanbgd 

wi 25 ariT, 1993 

q;r qt i9 3;,—tftTtVftpf: fafstr? qftJftm-'T, 194; 11947 
ft m) # 5rrn i? wtjq ■■m ii, stir^iTr rpiqttr 4^4 At 


jfr. nfrir 20/21 feT rj. 3 ^ 

SBFtrdfT % qatil fqqfsr^'T qh; WnaH T 

fntw q xfftQuA'fl (A 1,) 

vrqffpt % TqqT stipirapT qm-ff) *|T ifiSW rt'lijifi 4 ; f 2 3-6-92 
94 Wn jqr qr 1 

[sTOti uvr —20012/6,t/e«—iflit. qjv (ipi^.-i)] 

, 9. qspit'JTlHn, wfsrqtl^ 


New Delhi, the 25th June, 1992 

S.O 1928.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cential Government 
hereby pulvishe,- the award of the Central Government Lndus- 
liial riibunul, (No. I), Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure 
in Ihe Industrial Dispute bciwecn the employers in relation 
to the management of Muriilidih Colliery 20/2i Pits, Area 
No. 11 of M /s. BCCL and their workmen, which was received 
by the Central Govc.nmcnt on 22-6-92. 

[No, L-20012(63)/88-lR (Coal-I)] 

V. K. VENUGOPALAN. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEEORE IHE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
fRinUNAL NO. I DHANBAD 

In the matter oi a leference under sec. 10(lXd> of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947. 

Reference No. 67 of 1989 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Murulldili 
Colliery 20/21 Pits, Area No. H of M/s.TJ.C.C. Ltd. 
AND 

Their Workmen 

PRESENT : 

Shn S. K. Mitra, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

For the Employers.—Shri R. S. Murthv, Advocate, 

For the workmen.—None. 

STATE . Bihar INDUSTRY : Coal 

Dated, the I6ih June. 1992 

AWARD 

'Ihe piesent refeience arises out of Order No. L-20012(63)/ 
8,8-D.4(A)/I.R (Coal-1), dated, the 30th May, 1989 passed 
by the Centra] Government in respect of an industrial dispute 
between the parties inentioued above. The subject mattef 
of the dispute has been specified m the schedule to the said 
order and the said schedule runs as follows : 

‘‘W'hether the action of the management of Murulidib 
CoIHerv 20/21 Pits, Aren No, IT of M/s. Bharat 
Qoking CoaJ Ltd., in dismissing from serv ce Shri 
Ajodhva Dusadh w.e.f. 20-3-1985 is justified 7 If 
not. to what relief the concerned workman entitled? 

2. The dispute has been settled out of Court, A memoran¬ 
dum of settlement has been filed in Court. I have gone 
through the terms of settlement and I End them quite fair 
and reasonable. There is no reason whv an award should 
not be passed on the basis of terms and conditibns laid down 
111 the mcrnotandiim of settlement. I accept it and pa'Sfi an 
award accordinclv The meniorandum of .sottlemont shall 
torm part of the award. 
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Part of tie Award 
r'.nt.-al rjnvt tnrii istiial Tribunal- 


3. Let a copy of this awaid be sent to the Ministry a* 
required under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1S47. 

Sd/- 

S. K. MITRA, Presiding Officer 
ANNEXUIRE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
tribunal no. 1, DHANBAD 

IN THE MATTER OF REF. No, 

PARTIjeS 

Employers in relation to the management of Murulidih 
20/21 Pits colliery of Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. P.O- 
Mohuda, Distt. Dhanbad 

AND 

Their WOTkmm 

JOINT COMPROMISE PETITION OF THE EMPLOYERS 
AND THEIR WORKMEN 

The above mentioned employer and the workman most 
respectfully submit joiafly as follows :— 

(1) That the matter covered by the above Reference was 
negotiated between the employers and the workmen 
with a view to arriving at an amicable and mutually 
acceptable settlement. 

(2) That as a resiJt of such negotiation between the 

employers and the workman, the patties have 
agreed to settle the matter mutually on the fol¬ 
lowing terms and conditions. 

(a) It is agreed that the management shall take in 

employment as Mme/Loader the workman concer¬ 
ned ' Sri Ayodhya Dusadh in any colliery or 
Mohuda Area as Murulidih have been closed. Ibis 
will be dene within 15 days of this Joint Compro¬ 
mise petition being accepted by this Hon’ble 
Tribunal. 

(b) That it is agreed that the period of non-employ- 

ment of the workman concerned Slui Ayodhya 
IXisadh i.e. from 30-9-84 till the date he joins 
duty as above, will be treated as a period without 
wages. 

(c) It is agreed that subject to the conditions (a) & (b) 

service of the workman concerned will be treated 
as continuous for the purpose of entitlement of 
payment of gratuity. 

(d) It ig agreed that this is an overall settlement in full 

and final settlement of all the claims of the work¬ 
man concerned arising out of the above reference, 

(3) That the Employers and the workmen hereby jointly 
declare that they consider the aforesaid tenn* and 
conditions as fair, just and responsible to both 
the parties. 

It is, therefore, prayed that the Hon ble Tribunal may be 
pleased to accept this joint compromise petition and dispose 
of this case accordin^y by giving an Award in terms 
therefore, 

Area Secretary, 

Sd.i- lUe^ble 

for and on behalf of 
workman. 

General Manager, 
BCCLj ^ehuda Area No. 2 
f<^ and on beihalf fo the Employers 
Dt. 3-6-1992 (Rai. s. Murtfay) 

Advocate fQr Employer 
Part of the Award 
' Sd.i'- 
Presiding Officer 
Sd.f- 

cum-Labour-Court (No. 1), Dhanbad 


ft# 2 5 199 2 

Tf. tn. 19 ., 9 — -tTWlfriT STraftn'R, 19 47 (l947 

ar 14) Tf mu 17 % sTOiiT 4 w 

# iTH TT a'tfd ^iT ''TTs % wVi 

ir it 

nrattr 5rNfi'f»r4i trrtrin,vr, (it i) sriranT 'tt'ts' w 
artift I, ^t %i€iit trtTTi ^'f 22-6-92 Tt Rpn |srr «tT i 

[msi,-! —20012/56/90--W ttir -(TiVT- 1 )j 

at. %. JirqiTa, fir stfsard' 


New Delhi, the 25th June, 1992 

S.O. 1929.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 ol 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal (No. 1), Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Bararee Coke Plant of M/s. B.C.C. 
Ltd. and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 22-6-92. 

[No. L-20012/56/90-IR (Coal-I)] 
V. K. VENUGOPALAN, Desk'Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1. DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under section 10(lXd3l of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 184 of 1990 

PARTIES : 

Employeis m relation to Bararee Coke Plant of M7». 
b.C.C. Ltd. 

AND 

Their Workmen 

PRtSENT : 

Shri S. K, Mitra, Presiding Officer. 

APPEARANCES '. 

For the Employers.—Shri H. Nath Advocate. 

For the Workmen.—-Shri D. K. Dey, Organising Secre¬ 
tary, Dhanbad Colliery Karmachari Sangh. 

STATE : Bihar INDUSTRY : Coal 

Dated, the 15th June, 1992 
AWARD 

The present reference anses opt of Order No. L-20012 
(56)/90-I.R. (Coal-I), dated, the 20th August, 19|90 passed 
by the Centra) Government in respect of an industrial dis¬ 
pute between the parties mentioned atove. The subject matter 
of the dispute has been specified, in the .schedule to the said 
order and the said, schedule runs as follows :— 

r 

“Whether the demand of Dhanbad Colliery Karmachari 
MDgh for le-instatement with full back wages of 
Anil Kumar Sinha, Fitter Helper, Bararee 
^ke Plant, M|s. Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., 
Db^bad IS justified ? If to, to what relief the 
workman is entitled to ’ 
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2, The dispute h;is been seltJei,! out of Court A mcmoian- 
dum of setLleinent has been filed in Court. I have gome 
through the terms of settlement and 1 find them quite fair 
and rensnnahlc There i,s no retison why an award should 
not be passed on the ja.sis of terms and conditions laid down 
in the memoiandum of settlement. I accept it add pass an 
awaid accordingly The memorandum of settfcmcot shall 
form paif of the awaid. 

3. Let a copy of ih s awaid be sent to the Ministry as re¬ 
quired under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 11)47. 

S. K MITRA, Presiding Officer 

fEI'ORE THE PR1.SID1NO OFFICER, CEMTRAL GOVT 

INDUSTRlAl TRIBIJNAI NO-I. DHANBAD 

Kef, Case No 184/90 

Employers m ielation lo Bararec Coke Plant of M's 
BCCl , 

AND 

Their wokimen iRepicseulcd by Dhanbad Colliery Kar- 
machari Song). 

JOINT COMPROMISE PETITION 

Ihe humble petition on behalf of both the parties most 
icspectfuUy shewth : — 

(1) That the central Govt. Ministry of Labour New 
Delhi by a notification No,-20012t56)/y<)/)R-(Coal-l) 
dt 20-8-90 referred Ihe Industrial Dispute for ad- 
jiid'cation under .section 10(1 )(d) of the Industrial 
dispute act 1947 which is pending before this honour¬ 
able Tribunal. 

t2) That the .ssue contained in the schedule of refereoce 
IS reproduced below ; 

"Whether the demand of Dhanbad Colliery Kaima- 
chari Sang for re-in,statement with full bock wages 
of Sri Anil Kiitnnr Sinha, Fitter, Barnree Coke 
Plant, M/s. BCCI. Dhanbad is justified if so, 
what relief the workman is entitled to ?” 

t3j That .subsequent to the leference the parties discus.sed 
the aforesaid Industrial Dispute between themselves 
and have settled the sanie on the following terms 
and conditions. 

TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF SETTLEMENT 

1. Shn Anil Kumar Sinha, Ex-Filter Helper, Bararce 
Coke Plant will be taken in the employment as 
Fitter Helper with continuity of service foi the pur¬ 
pose of gratuity provided he is found fit lo resume 
duty by the Area Medical Board of BCCL. 

2. The period of absence w.c.f. 7-1-K3 and subsequent 
dismi.ssal w' c f. 8-11-83 till the date of joining will 
be treated as diesnon. 

3. He will not be entitled to any wages for the inter¬ 
vening period from 7-1-83 till the date of his join¬ 
ing. 

4 The parties will approach the Hon’ble CGIT No, I. 
Dhanbad to record the compromise and give award 
in terms of the same. 

5 Shri Anil Kumar Sinha will be piovided employment 
within the peiiod of two months from the date 
compiomise pclitinn is filed subject to his being 
found fit to resume duty by the Area Medical Board 
of BCCL. 

f>. That this settlement is fair and proper. 

7, Thi.s fully .xnd finally resolves the above mentioned 
lefeiencc pending before Hon’bic CGIT No T 
Dhanbad. 

It IS ihen-foie. prayed that your honour may be sraciouslv 
piCaM-d 10 Iiccepr ihc settlement and pass an Award m icrnif 
of Ihe senlcmcnt. 


1 BtC/lTTqllf 27, 191 4 

And for this act of kindness, the parties shall ever pray. 

keprfspnting workman 

1. (K. D. Mi.shraj 
Picsidcnt, DCKS (BMS)', 
Member-Joint Committee 

2 (D. K. Dey) 

Secretary 
DCKS (BMS)/ 

Member Joint Comipiltee 

WITNESS ; 

(Anil Kumar Sinha) 

E.x. Fitter Helper 
B.C. Plant 

(Dismissed Employee) 
Representing Employe! s 

L(R. Khaxma) 

General Managci, 

POOTKEE BALlELklU 
AREA 

2. (D. B. Singh) 

Dy. Chief Personnel 
Manager P. B. Area 

3. (K.N. Singh) 

Snpdf. 

B, C, Plant 

Pail of tlie Award 
t.Sd.|- Illegible) 

Presiding Olficei 

Cenlral Govt. Industrial jTiibunal- 
uim-Labour Coiiit (No 1), Dhanbad. 

2 IglTtf 11)=)-' 

8ri STI. 11) ill .—xfinftfirr fuTM? 19-17 ( 1 947 

Ti 14) ipt stnt j 7 ^ if, %fsrfti 'E'Dt, 4. fft 

m trsr if;i qtrqtri!! 44., 20/21 fsH/T, IfiSf ff -2 sratf- 
?Taf ^ ng-? fTurur^ ipftT 1333 % % «ir4 if ffrftpf 

arwtfst^t Mre n rp'pp xrtwrFn^f xifiiwnir, (q 17 ) 

(J^itlt % 4r( ITItiFifrT Tv-nt 22-(1-92 

’Cl 511'n 5wr «n i 

[WIT T^— 200 1 2/h,t/SS—•11-4(13)/^ (TH-l)] 

nt 4). ^'nnT-Tr'T-T, qfwc'r 

New Delhi, the 2nd July. 1992 

S.O. 1930.—In pursuance of Sect'on 17 of the Indiistiial 
Disputes ,\cl, 1947 114 of 1947). the Ccntial GovcrnmcHt 
hereby publishes the Award of the Ccntial Oovernmenf Indus¬ 
trial Tribunal tNo. I ), Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Muuilidih Colliery 20/21 Pits Area No, TI 
of M/s. B.C.C. Ltd and their woikmcn, which was receiv¬ 
ed b\ the Central Ciosetnment on 22nd June, 1992. 

INo, L-20012(63) K8-D.4(A)/IR (Coal-I)] 
V. K. VFNUGOPAl ■kN, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THF; CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under section 10(U(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 

Reference No. 67 of 1989 

PARTIES ■ 

Employers m relation lo the management of Mmulidih 
Colliery 20/21 Pita Arc,< No. II of M's B.C C 
I Id 

AND 

Their Woikmen. 
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PRESENT ; 

Shri S, K. Mitja, Pre.'iiding Ofliccr. 

APPEARANfFS' 

For the Employers—Shri R. S. Muithy, Advocate. 

For the Workmen—None 

STATE : Bihar. INDUSTRY : Coal 

Dated, the 16th June, 1992 

AWARD 

The present refeieiicc arises out of Oider No. L-20912(63)/ 
SK-D,4 l.R. (Coal-I), dated the 30th May, 1989 pasted by the 
Central (lOvcrnment in respect of an industrial dispute bet¬ 
ween the paities mentioned above. The subject matter of 
the dispute has been specified in the schedule to the raid order 
and the saij schedule itins n.t follows : 

■‘Whether the action of the management of Murulidih 
ColliciT 20/21 Pits, Area No. II of M/s. Bharat 
Coking Coal Ltd., in dismissing from service Shri 
Ajodhya Dusadh, w.e.f. 20th March, 1985 is juili- 
fied ? If not. to what relief the concerned workman 
entitled ?*' 

2. The dispute has been settled oat of Court. A metncMraii- 
dum of settlement has been filed in Court, I have gone 
tlirougb the terms of settlement and I find them quite fair 
and rcasoniible. There Is no reason why an award should not 
be passed on the basis, of terms and conditions laid down 
in the memorandum of settlement. I accept it and pass an 
award accordingly. The memorandum of settlement shall form 
part of the award. 

3. Let a copy of this awuid be sent to the Ministry *s ic- 
quiicd under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

S. K. MITRA, Presicring Officer 


(c) It is agreed that subject to the conditions (a) & 

( b) service of the workman concerned will be 
treated as continuous for the purpose of entitle¬ 
ment of payment of gratuity. 

(d) It is agreed that this is [)n overall settlement iii 
lull and final settlement of all the claims of the 
workmen concerned arising out of the above 
reference. 

(3) 1 hat the Employers and the workmen hereby joint¬ 
ly declare that they consider the aforestiid terms and 
conditions us fail and reasonable to both the patties. 

It IS. iherefoie. prayed that the Hon’blc Tribunal may be 
pleased to acccpi this joint compromise petition and dispose 
of this ca«e accordingly by giving an Award in terms there¬ 
of. 

Sd - 

(laved Mian) 

Sccretaiy 
B C.M.S. 

tor and on behalf of 
woikman. 

Sd'- 

General Managet 
BCCI, Mohuda Area No. 2 
for and on behalf of the Employers 

Sd/- 

(Ral. S. Murthyl 
Advoente for Fmployet. 

Dated : 3-6-1992. 

Part of the Award 

Sd.l- 

Presiding Officer 

Central Govt. Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court (No. 1), Dhanbad 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
fRIBUNAI. NO. I. DHANBAD 

In the matter of Refeience No. 67/89 
PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Murulidih 
20 21. Pits Colliery of Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 
P.O. Mohuda. District Dhanbad, 

AND 

Their workmen. 

JOIN I COMPROMISE PETITION OF THE EMPLOYERS 
AND THEIR WORKMEN 

The above mentioned employers and the worsman most 
respectfully submit jointly as follows :— 

fl) That the matter covered by the above Keierencc 
was negotiated between the Employers anj tne 
workmen with a view to arriving at an amicable 
and mutually acceptable settlement. 

(2) That as a result of such negotiation between the 
employers and the workman, the parties have agreed 
to settle the matter mutually on the following terns 
and conditions : 

(a) It IS agreed that the management shall take In 
employment as Miner/Loader the workman con¬ 
cerned Sri Avodhya Dusadh in any colliery of 
Mohuda Area as Murulidih have been closed. 
This will be done within 15 days of this Joint 
Compromise petition being accepted by this Hon" 
bic Tribunal 


rtf fsTP^'r, 2 19 92 

Ti. str. 1931 —nWriif: ftrfi'! wiBrfiTqji, 1947 (1947 
951 14) 4ir tnvi 17 % u^-ir n, =r«f.i', iq vr 4r 
=flr. <^1. "fii yfiTi wet n n, 4:rf<=rqTr % % 

A43r hranwt siV tr^etr h firfYns: ^' 1 - 

frpT h flYdifirT srruTri'A (A 1 ), srn>i’tk ^ 

T^iPTs "kl tmitpr ki’YV Si, iff iFkii-/ fi 22-9.112 

trr-i jwi sri 1 

[tte'lr b.A--24IM 2/1 47 /S 7 —5ff-4 (id)] 

Tt. is. STadHrA^, wlsrarrifr 

New Delhi, the 2nd July, 1992 

S.O. 1931.—In pursuance of Section 1 ^ of I, be liidu.stiial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), ilie (.entral Government 
hereby publiahes the Award of the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, (No. I), Dhanbad as shown 
in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
employers in relation to the management of Jealgora colliery of 
Bhowra Area-No. XI of Mis. BGCL and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 22-6-92. 

[No. I.-24012r]47)|S7-D.]V(B)] 
V. K, VENUGOPALAN. Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAE GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAI. NO, 1, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under Sec. 10(l)(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 33 of 1988 


(b) rbat it is atieeil that llie period of non employ- 
iiienr of ihe workman conceined Shri Ayodhya 
Dusadh i.e, from 30th September, 1984 till the 
date he joins duty as above, will he treated as a 
period without wages. 


PARTIES; 

Employers in relation to the mangement of Jealgora Col¬ 
liery of Bhowar,, Area No XI of M/s. B.C.C.Ltd. 
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AND 

Then Workmen 

PRESENT- 

Ehri S, K. Mitru, Presidinc OHiccr. 

APiPEAllANCES; 

For the Employers—Shri G. Prusad, Advocate 
For the Workmen—None. 

STATE . Hihar. INDUSTRY ' Coal, 

Daied, the 15th June, 1992 

AWARD 


5. (tifit the njjteement is fnir »nd proper. 

<). This sclticmcnl fully and liually resolvei the above 
mentioned reference pending before the Hon'ble Ti ibnnal. 

ft IS therefore, piayed that youi honour may l-)c guiciously 
pleased to accept the Settlement and pass an award tn terms 
of the Settlement for which the parties shall every pray 

Representing workman, 

Sd/- 

Representmg Employer 

Sd.|- 

S. K. Sinha, the Branch Secy. 

RUMS i Membei of Jt. Committee. 


The present reference auses out of Order No. L-24012(147)| 
87-D,lV(BJ, dated the 20th January, 1988 passed by the 
Central Government in respect of an industrial dispute bet¬ 
ween the parties mentioned above. The subject matter of 
the dispute has been specified m the schedule to the said 
order and the said schedule runs as follows: — 


Sd.|- Sd.l- 

Ageiit, Jealgora Colliery, 

K. N Mishra, Branch Scety UMS, 

Joalgoia Colliery & Member, 

Jt Committee. 


“Whether the action ol the Management of Jealgora 
C ullicry of Hhowra Area No. XI of M/S Bharat 
Coifing Coal Ltd., P.O. Bhewra, Dist. Dhanbad 
in not upgrading Sri Ram Deo Prasad, Lamp Issue 
Clerk in Clciicul Gr. II, is justified' if not, to 
what relief the workman is entitled?” 

2. The dispute has been settled out of Court. A motno- 
landum of settlement has been filed in Court. 1 have gone 
through the terms of settlement and I find them quite fair 
and reasonable. There is no reason why an award should not 
be passed on the basis of terras and conditions laid down in 
the memorandum of settlement. I accept it and pass an a-waid 
accordingly. The memorandum of settlement shall form part 
of the award. 

3. Let H copy of this award be sent to the Ministry as 
required under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act. 
1947. 

S. K. MITRA, Presiding Officer 


Sd/ - 

Dy. C.P.M, PM. Bhowra Area. 

Witnesses- 

1. Ramdeo Prasad 

2. V S, Prasad. 

Part of the Award 

Advaoate. 


mi 2 rpnf. 1 0 »j 
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BEFORE THE PRESIDINO OFFICER CENTRAL GOV¬ 
ERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I. DHANBAD 

Ref: 33|R8 

Employers in relation to the Management of Jealogra 
Colliery of Mis. BCCL. 

AND 

Their workmen 

loint petition of Compromise 

The humble petition on behalf of the parties most rcspeel- 
fully shewth:— 

1. That the parties to the dispute have entered into an 
agreement to settle the dispute on the following terms and 
conditions — 

Terms of settlement 

1. Sri Ramdeo Prasad, Lamp Is.sue Clerk will be placed 
m clerical Grade tl from the date his juniors U.G. Munshis 
were placed in Clerical Gradc-If in the ycni 1981, 1985 & 
1986 or later on, 

2. Sri Ramdeo Prasad will be paid 50 Mr cent of the 
diflference of wages of clerical Grade-Ill and clerical Grade-ll 
from the date of hi.s placement in clerical Grade-11 as per 
para I above till he wa.s actually placed in clerical Gr. 11 
under S.L.U. w.e.f, 1-7-1989. 

3. The parties will approach the Hon'ble Tribunal to accord 
the compromise and pass an award in terms the Settlement. 

4. The workman concerned and the union of the workman 
shall h.avc no claim W'hatsoever. 


[tbnT -200 1 2/56/y(i—tnf mr (^'wr-i)] 
'U.^. TWim-'t?, *1^ arfiTiinTfr 

New Delhi, the 2nd July, 1992 

S.O, 1932.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publlshc.s the Award of thj Central Govern¬ 
ment Industrial Tribunal (No. 1), Dhanbad as shown 
in the Annexure in the Imustrial D spute between 
^e employers in relation to the management of Bararee Coke 
Plant of Mfs. BCCL and their workmen which was received 
by the Central Government on 22-6-92. 

[No. L-20O12(56)|9O.IR(COAL-n] 
V, K. VENUGOPALAN. Desk Olficci- 

ANNEXURE 

BEEORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO, f, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under sec. 10(l)(d) of the 
Ridustrial EMspules Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 184 of 1990 

PARTIES: 

Employs in relation to Bararee Coke Plant of Mis 
u.c.u. Ltd. 

AND 

Their Workman 
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PRESENT- 

Shri S. Tw. Mitra, Presiding Officer. 

APPEARANCES- 

For the Employers—^ri H. Nath, Advocate. 

For the Workmcn—Shri D K. Bey, Organising Secre¬ 
tary, Dhanbad Colliery Karmaehari Sangh, 

STATE Bihar. INDUSTRY : Coal. 

Dated, the 15th June, 1992 

AWARD 

The present reference arises out of Order No. L-20G12- 
(S6)f90-I.R (Coal-I), dated, the 20th August, 1990 passed 
by the Central Government m respect of an industrial dis¬ 
pute between the parties mentioned above. The subject matter 
of the dispute has been specified in the schedule to the said 
order and the said schedule runs as follows :— 

“Whether the demand of Dhanbad Colliery Karamchari 
■Sangh for re-instatement with full back wages of 
Shri Anil Kumar Sinha, Fitter Helper, Bararee Coke 
Plant, M(S. Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., Dhanbad is 
Justified? If so, to what relief the workman is 
entitled to?” 

2. The dispute has been settled out of Court. A memo¬ 
randum of settlement has been filed in Court. I have gone 
through the terms of settlement and I find them quite fair 
and reasonable. There is no reason why an award should 
not be passed on the basis of terms and conditions laid down 
in the memorandum of settlement. I accept it and pass an 
award accordingly. The memorandum of settlement shall 
form part of the award. 

3. Let a copy of this award be sent to the Ministry as 
required under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947, 

S. K. MITRA, Presiding Officer 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GO^■T. 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I. DHANBAD 

Ref. Case No. 184/90 

Employers in relation to Bararee Coke Plaut of M/S. 
BCCI. 

AND 

Their workman (Represehted by Dhanbad Colliery 
Karamchari Sangh) 


JOINT COMPROMISE PETITION 

The humble petition on behalf of both the parties most 
rcspectifidlv sbewth:— 

(1) Tvttt the Central Govt„ Ministry of Labour, New 
iJclhi by a Notification No. 20012(56)/09/IR-(coal-]) 
dtd. 20-8-90 referred the Industrial Dispute for ad¬ 
judication uWler section 10 (l)(d) of the Industrial 
dispute act 1947 which is pending before this honour¬ 
able TribrkiM. 

(2) That the issue contained in the schedule of reference 
is refffoduced below : 

“Whether the demand of Dhanbad Colliery Kanuacharf 
Saag^ for re-instateinent and with full back wages 
of Shri Anil Kumar Sinha, Fitter Helper, parnree 
Coke Plant M|s. BCCJL, Dhanbad is kwfifled If so, 
what relief the workman is entiled to?”. 

(3) That subsequent to the reference the parties discussed 
the aforesaid Industrial Dispute between themselves 
and have settled the same on the following terms 
and conditions. 


TLRMS \Nn COTfDlTlflNS OF SETTLEMENT 

1. Shri Anil Kumar Sinha, Ex-Fitter Helper, Borarec 

Coke Plant will be taken in the employment as 
Fitter Helper with cohtiniMty of service for the 
purpose of gratuity provided he is found fit to 
resume duty by the Area Medical Board of BCCL. 

2. The period o? absence w.e.f. 7-1-83 and Subsequent 

dismissal w.e.f. 8-11-83 till the date of joining will 
be lieated as dies non. 

3. He will not be entitles to any wages for the inter- 

venina period from 7-1-83 till the date of his 
joining. 

4. The parties will aporoach the Hon’ble CGIT No. 1, 
Dhanbad to record the compromi-e and give award’ 
in terms of the same. 

5. Shri Anil Kumar Sinha will be provided employment 

within the period of two months from the date com¬ 
promise Petition is filed subject to his being found 
fit to resume duty by the Area Medical Board of 
BCCI.. 

6 . That this settiement is fair and proper. 

7. This fully and finally resolves the above mentioued 

reference pending before Hon’ble COIT No. I. 
Dhanbad. 


It is therefore, prayed that your honpur may be preciously 
pietwed to accept the setdement and pass an Award in terms 
of the settlement. 

Anif for this act of kindness, the parties shall ever pray. 

REPRESENTING WORKMAN 

REPRESENTING EMPLOYERS 

1. (K. D. Misbra) 1. <R. Khanna) 

President, DckS(BMS) Generdl Manager 

Member-Joint Conm^ttee POOTKEE BAIJHARI AREA 

2. (D. K. Dey) 2. (D. S. Singh) 

Secretary, Dy. Chief Personnel Manager, 

DCKS(BMS)/ P. S. Area. 

Member—Joint Committee, 

WITNESS: 

(Anil Kumar Sinha) 3, (K. N. Singh) 

Ex. Fitter Helper Supdt. 

B. C. Plant, B. C. Plant. 

(Dismissed Employee) 

fSeft), 2 1992 

9tT WT 1933 .—trWffilT fefl? tr&fntrF, 1947 (1947 
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New Delhi, the 2nd July. 1992 

S.O. 1933.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute, Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes, the Award of the Central Government In- 
uListnal Iribunal (No, 1), Dh'anbad as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the emp]o 3 ’ers In relation 
to tlie management of Jealgora Colliery of M),. B.C.C. Ltd. 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 22 b 92. 


BE.TORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER CENTRAL 
government INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL Nai^ 

DHANBAD 
Ref, No. 22(90 

Employers in relation to the management of Jealgora 
Colliery of Mis. BCCL. 


[No. L-20012(246V89.IR (Coal-IlJ 
V. K, VENUGOPALAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRA!. GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAT. 
tribunal NO. 1 , DHANBAD 

In the mutter of a reference under sec. I0(l)(d) of the 
Industrial Dispute, Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 22 of 1990 

PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the management of Jealgor.i 
Colliery of M|s. B.C.C. Ltd. 

AND 

Their Workmen 

PRESENT : 

Shri S. K. Mitr.'-, 

Presiding Officer. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers.—Shrl G. Prasad, Advocate. 

For the Workmen,—Shri B. B. Pandey, Advocate. 

STATE ; Bihar. INDUSTRY : Caal. 

Dated, the 16th lune, 1992 

AWARD 

The present reference arise, out of Order No. L-200121 
246J89-1,R. (Coal-1), dated, the 12th February, 1990, passed 
by the Central Government in respect of an industrial dispute 
between the parties mentioned above. The subject matter of 
the dispute has been specified in the schedule to Oie said 
order and the said schedule runs as follows ;— 


AND 

Their Workmen 
Joint Petition of Compromise 

The humble joint petition of compromise on behalf of 
the parties of; 

Most re.spcctfully sbewtb ;— 

That, the parlies to the industrial dispute have entered 
into an agreement to settle the aforesaid reference on the 
following terms and conditions :— 

Terms of Settlement 

1 . Sri Arun Bouri, Ex-MCL Jealgora Colliery shall be 
t.rkon in employment as MCL with continuity of service for 
the purpose of gratuity. 

2. The perciod of absence w.e.f. 13-7-85 and subsequent 
dismissal w.e.f. 11-1-1988 till date of joing shall be treated 
a, dies-no'n. 

3. Ho will not be entitled to wage, for the Intervening 
period from 13-7-85 till the date of his joining duty. 

4 . He will be nid an ex-gratia of R,. 1500 (Rupees one 
thousand five hundred) only for meeting the expenses incurred 
by him in the Tribunal etc. 

5. The parties will approach the Honlile Tribunal to 
record the compromise and pass an aw'arcl in terms of (he 
Settlement. 

6 . Sri Arun Bouri will be provided employment _ as MCL 
within One month from the d'ate the compromise >s filed, 

7. This rettlement fully end finally resolves the aforemen¬ 
tioned Reference pending for adjudication before the Hon’ble 
Tribunal. 

8 . The W'orkman concerned and the union of the workman 
shall have no other claim. 

9. That the Settlement i, fair & proper. 


“Whether the action of the management of Jealgora 
Colliery, M),. Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., P.O. 
Jculgoia, Di.st. Dhanbud, in dismi.ssmg Shri Arun 
Bouri, MCE from service with effect from 1-11-1988 
is justified ? If not, to what relief the workman is 
entitled ?" 

2, The dispute ha, been settled out of Court. A memoran¬ 
dum of settlement has been filed in Court. I have gone 
through the terms of settlement and I find them quite fair 
and reasonable. There is no reason why an award should 
not be passed on the basis of term, and conditions laid 
down in the memorandum of settlement. I accept it and 
PH 3 .S an 'award accordingly. The memorandum of settlement 
,h.ili form part of the award, 

3 . lurt a copy of this award be sent to the Ministry as 
required under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947. 

Sdl- 


It is therefore, prayed that your honour may be graciously 
pleased to accept the Settlement and pass an award in terms 
of this settlement. And for this act of [dndneso the em¬ 
ployer shall ever pray. 


Representing Workman. 

K. N. Mishra, 

Branch Secretary, J.M.S. 

Jealgora Colliy & 

Member Joint Committee. 

L. T.I. of 

(D Arun Bouri. 

(2) Chhedli 
Peon 

E.B, No. 208802. 


Representing Employer,, 
Agent, Jealgora Colliery. 
A. K. Paul 

Sd/- (illegible) 

Dy. C.P.M.lP.M. 
Bhowra Area, 

Advocate. 

B. Prasad. 


S, K. MITRA, Pre.,iding Officer, 


Part of the Award 
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3 months’ salary in lien of notice and the retrench¬ 
ment compensation. However the said termination of 
the woiKnun’s services is illegal, unjust and impro¬ 
per. 1 he hank did not state any .specific reason for 
the lernimalion of his services. While terminating 
the .services of the said workman by way of discharge 
siniplicitcr, the bank leiaincd other peons in service 
who were junior to him. Thus, the action of the 
bank management is in contravention of the provi¬ 
sions contained tinder Section 25G of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. Tlio bunk had issued the letter dated 
15-ll-197g to him regarding his unauthorised ab¬ 
sence. As such this termination of his services 
amounts to his dismissal from service, and casts 
stigma on his charactfr and service record. Before 
terminating his services, the bank should have con¬ 
ducted Ihe necessaiy domestic enquiry against him. 
ITowever, this was not done by the bank manage¬ 
ment. He was not given any opportunity of being 
heard in the matter. No misconduct has been alleged 
or csLiblished against him. The workman has not 
committed any miseondnet. The order ragarding the 
lerminiition of his services is too harsh and a dispro- 
protionatc punishment indicted upon him. The work¬ 
man therefore firstly prayed that this Tribunal 
should set-aside the said order terminating his 
services and should direct the bunk management 
to reinstate him in services with full back wages 
and continuily of service. 
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Tf. ti, rTiTfrT'-i, uTi'jfn^t 

New Delhi, Ihe 2nd July, 1992 

S.O. 1934.—In pLiisuancc of Section 17 of the Indusliial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947i, the Central Goternment 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Bombay irs .shown in the Annexuro in the 
Industrial Disoiitp between the employers in relation to the 
Management of Bank of Haroda and their workmen, wh'ch 
Was received bv the Central Government on the 24th June, 
1992. 

[No. L-12012/84/81-D.lI(A)] 
V. K VFNIIGOPATAN. Desk Officer 

ANNFNURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO 2. AT BOMBAY 

PRESENT: 

Shri P. D. Apshiinkai, Pie.sidin? Officer. 

Refeience No. CCiI'l 2/'i2 of 198fi 

PARTIES: 

Emplovers in relation to the management of B.aiik of 
Baroda. 

AND 

Their workra.m, 

APPEARANCES; 

For the Employer : Mr. R. B. Pitale, Representative. 

For the Workman ; Mr. A. P. Kiilkurni, Advocate. 
INDUSTRY : Bunking. STATF.: Maharashtra. 

Bombay, the 7iJ Jmie, 1992 

AWARD 

1. The Central tjovernment by their order No. L-12(H2/ 
84/81-p.tI(A), dated 16'T2-19S6 have referred the following 
Industrial Dispute to this Tiibunal for adjudication under 
Section lOtlXd) of the Indiisirial Disputes Act, 1947 ; 

“Whether the action of the management of Bunk of 
Baroda, Eombay, in relation to its Biindra Branch 
in dismissing from service Shri Shaiikatali Moham- 
madali w.e.f, 29-3-1979, is justified 7 If not, to what 
relief the concerned woikman is enlillcd 7" 

2. The case of the said woikman as disclosed from the 
statement of claim (Fx. W/2), and the additional statement 
of claim (Ex. W/4) filed by him in person, in short, is thiw . 

He joined the set vices with the bank in March 1970. 
He was working as a permanent eniplovee, i.e. ns 
a peon in the bank, While he was working at the 
Thnna Branch cf the bank, the bunk had issued him 
a letter doled 15-11-1978 asking him to .submit h.s 
explanation about his alleged uniiuthorised absence 
Iroin 9-11-1978. Thereafter the bank muftagemenl 
terminated his services by way of discharge simpll- 
citer by their letter dated 29-3-1979, by paying him 


3. Tho Bank Management 'ey thcii Written Statement (fcx. 
M/3), and ibo additional writfen sfiitcmonl (Ex. M/6) eon- 
les(ed the said clniin of the wotknian, and 'n substance coh- 
tended thus : 

After tho Icrinination of the services of the said Workman 
an industrial dispute was raised on his behalf by 
the Bank of Baroda Fjnployees A''sociation, and a 
Conciliation Officer was appointed in the matter. 
The Conciliation Officer by his letter dated 21-2-81 
submitted tlie failure of the conciliation proceedings 
report to tlie Central Government. The De.sk Officer 
of the Government of India, Ministry of Labour, 
by hi.s order dated 21-5-1981 informed the Bank 
Management and the said imron that the CTentral 
Government after rarcfiil consideration of the Fail¬ 
ure Report submitted by the Conciliation Officer 
had decided not to refer the dispute in question to 
an Industrial Tribunal for adjudication, as the charge 
of the mi-'iippropi iaticn of the bank’s money by the 
said worker has been proved, and the bank’s action 
in the matter could not be considered as mala fide. 
However, even tliough the Central Government had 
firstly declined to make this Reference to this tri¬ 
bunal, siibscqiicndy that Government made the pre¬ 
sent Reference to this Tribunal. No additional 
material was placed before the Government of India 
lo change their earlier decision not to make a 
icfcrence to the Industrial Tribunal. Therefore, in 
view of the levioiis rclnsnl on the part of tho Cen¬ 
tral Government to make the Reference to an Tn- 
duslrial Tiibunal. Ihe present reference made by the 
Ccntr.-il Government is bad-in-law and is not tenable 
in law. 

4. The B.mk Munagement then further contended thus ‘ 

The facts Ic.ading to the teimiiintion of the services of the 
workman are thus : 

On 3 2-1978 ilie Brilisn Poslal Orders for £5 and for 
£ 10 weie handed uvli' lo tho workman for collect¬ 
ing ihc procetds from the Bundra Post Office, Ht 
collected the amouiit on the basis of the authority 
given to him by the bank, but did not deposit the 
amount for four months in the bank. Tho bank 
tbcretoic by thcii' letter dated 4-5 1978 Issued the 
memo to him asking him to submit his explanation 
in (he mailer regmdiug the non-depositing tho amount 
of Rs. 231 in the Bank, The workman submitted bis 
explanation by h'S letter dated 4-5-1978 and admitted 
the lapses on his nart, TTie bank carefully consi¬ 
dered his explanation and thought that it would not 
be in the interest of the bank to retain such an 
employee in Ihe bank's services, as the bank had 
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7. My finding! on tha !>.iid Issues nrc ; 

Ill Yes. 

(2) Yes. 

(3i Opportiiuiiy was given. 

(.4) No. 

(5) Rclcrencc is tenable. 

(6) Y''es. 

(7) Action oi dischaige justified, 

(8) Nil, 

(91 Awuid as per below. 


lost confidence in him, Thciciofe, the bank tertni- 
nuicd his services with ellcct liom 29-3-1979 under 
paia J22(1J ol the Shastry Award. At the tune of 
the termination ot fits services, he was paid 3 montiis’ 
pay in lieu ol the notice as per the piovisiohs ol 
the said para, amt by way ot abundant caution he 
was also paid rctienchinent compensation as pio- 
vided under Section 25b ol the Industiial Disputca 
Act, ever ihough he was not entitled to it. As such 
the bank had followed the due piocedlire of law 
icgarding the teimmation of his strvice, and its ac¬ 
tion in the matter is not bad-in-law. 

I). The bank management turther contended thus: 

The attendance o£ the said workman was f.ir from beina 
satisfactory. He used to remain absent from duty 
without prior oeimissioii. In September and October 
1978 ho had lemamcd absent from 8-9-1978 to 
7-10-1978 without prior permission. On compa.ssion- 
ate groLinds the bunk management regularised bis 
nnaullionsed absence and considered his absence as 
sick leave tind CJvtnioidiiiary leave etc. Again he had 
imanthoiisedly lemained absent from 9-11 1978 to 
29-11-1978. Again that unauthorised absence was 
rcgulaii-ed by the bank by granting him the privikga 
leave. The allegation of the workman that hefme 
the termination of his services, he was not given the 
proper opportunity of being hc.srd, i.s not true and 
correct, tic was given a proper opportunity of being 
heard before the teimination of his scivices. As the 
said woikman had admitted the lapses on his part 
in not depositing the .said amount of the postal orders 
in the bunk, there whs no question of holding anv 
inquiry against hm. The services of the said work¬ 
man were leiminatcd only by way of a simple dis¬ 
charge under para 522(1) of Shastri Award, and h.: 
was not dismissed fiom services by way of punish¬ 
ment Tbefero.e this Tribunal cannot exercise its 
iurisdieiion under Section 11A of the Industrial Dis¬ 
putes Act regarding the reinstatement of the worker 
in servire, as claimed by him. Tlie action of (he 
bank miiiiagement in the matter Is quite iust proper 
and legal. The bank management therefore lastly 
prayed for the rejection of the prayer of the work¬ 
man. 

d It'iues framed at Ex, 5 arc : 

(1) Wietlier the termination of the .service of the work¬ 
man Sliri M A, Shaiilalali by the Hank, withoilt 
holdinti- anv departmental inquiry against him, is 
Valid in law ? 

12) Whether the .action of the Bank in not holding ary 
inquiry agiiinst tlie wotI man before lerm'nating his 
services, was just and propet 7 

(3l Whether no opportnnitv was given to the said work¬ 
man to put in his ‘say’, before bis service wa.s ter¬ 
minated ■’ 

(4) Whelhei the iirfion of (be Bank in terminating (l/e 
services of the ‘Iiid workman .Sifiri Shaiikatoli 
Mnhamtdati. and letpinim: the services of the other 
peons iimior to him. Is in cnntrivcnbon of tli^ 
provisions contained in Section 25G of the Industrial 
Disputes Act ? 

(,5) Whether the present reference made hv the f'mtral 
Ciovernmcnt to this Tribunal ii not tenable in law as 
(f had firstlv refused to make such a reference to 
the Tribiiniil 7 

( 6 ) Whether (hr worker had admitted the eharrrs Tevrt- 

led against him by bis reply dated 4-5-1978 

(7) Whether the action of the mnnagemenf of the Bant- 

Ilf Parnda, Bornn.-iv, m relation to its P-^dra Branch 
in dbinissine fmm service iSihri 9hankatati Moham- 
madab wcf. 29-3-1979. h jnstified i 

(8) Tf not to what reli’f the concerned workman is 
entitled 7 

(9) What A'A,ard7 


8 . REASONS : 

The workman Shri Shiiukatali Mohamrmrdali filed his alll- 
duvit (E.\. W/7) in siippoit of hig case, and he was cioiw- 
evammed on hehall of the bank management. The bank 
management filed the nlbdavd of the then officer of tile 
Bandra Branch of the bank Shii H, J. Joshi, and of the 
Personnel Officer of the bank Shri C. V. Chandrashefchar 
at n.\s. M/9 and M/ll in support of their case and they 
vveic cros.s-examined on bchall of the workman. The said 
workman stated and admitted in his cros-s-examination thus : 

“He was working as a peon in the Bank of Baroda, on 
3-2-1978 ho was asked to carry the .postal order* 
from the Bandra Branch of the bank to the post 
office to collect the amount, with a letter of auinority. 
He collected the amount from Bandra Ppst Office 
On 4-2-1978. However he did not credit that amount 
in the bank on that day itself. Thereafter he pro¬ 
ceeded on leave and rc.sumed his duties one month 
ihcieallci. However, he did not credit that amount 
in the bunk on the day he resumed his duties in 
the bank. On 4-5-1978 he received a confidential 
letter from the bank regardmg the non-depositing of 
the amount of k.s. 231 of the postal orders into 
the hank, and he replied to it, and apologised for 
the lap.ve on his p.irt.’’ It is thus an admitted fact 
that tlic workman bad collected the amount of 
Ks. 23] of the postal oiders from the post office and 
did not deposit that amount in the bank immediately. 
It is seen from the record that the workman re- 
tu’iicd the ami'iml with him for about 3 months, anft 
only thereafter he deposited (hat amount into the 
bank. 

9. ISSUE No. 5 

Ex. 17 Is a letter d.ilcd 21-.'’-198] by the Desk Officer of 
the Ministry of I jiboiir of the Ginernment of India, sent to 
the bank management and to the union. By this letter the 
Desk OlTicei informed tlie piurties that the Central Govern¬ 
ment had decided nut to refer the above dispute to an m- 
d'lstrial tribunal for adjud'cation as the charge of misappropri¬ 
ation the bank’s motr-y by the worker was proved and the 
management's action in te'^miiiatiiip his services under the 
piovibions of the Shustii Award cannot be termed as mala fide. 
However, the Ccnlrul (. iivernment made the reference there¬ 
after in 1986, i e.. .about 5 years thereafter. Therefore, accord¬ 
ing to the bank uiaiiagemeiit. as the Central Government 
had firstly retlised to make the reference to an Industrial 
Tiibiinal, lucl us no other material was placed before the 
Cvntial Governmciit for the reconsideration of its earlier 
decision, the present reference made by the Central Govern¬ 
ment 5 years after the earlier decision refusing to make the 
rcleicnec, is not tenable in law. However, when the Central 
Government m.ade the present reference under Section KKl )fd) 
of (he Indusdij] Uisputer Act, it was ot the opinion that an 
Indiisfri.al Dispute existed between the parties or was appre¬ 
hended between the parlies and hence that Government made 
the present refeience to this Tribunal. I therefore find that 
the picseiit rcfeiencc is tenable in law. 

Esue No 5 is found accoidingly. 

10 ISSUE NOS. 1 AND 2 

Admiltedlv no inquiry was held bv the bank management, 
and no chaige sheet was issued to (he workman, before his 





3086 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; JULY 18, 1992/ASADHA 27, 1914 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


services were terminated by them. However, according to 
the bank management, the said workman was not dismissed 
from services, but that ho was only discharged simpliciter us 
per para .‘?22(1) of tbe Shastri Award, and hence im enquiry 
was necessary against him and no enquiry was held aj^iinst 
him, as the bank management had lost confidence in him and 
hence the bank simply discharged him from services. This 
argument of the bank management is quite acceptable to 
me, and is also supported by the documentary evidence oni 
the record. 

Ex. 24 is a letter dated 15-4-1978 sent by the Assistant 
and Sub Post Master, Bandra, to the Uank hjanagemelit. 
This corticate states that the two British Postal Orders were 
encashed at the Bandra Post Office on 3-2-1978 and the 
amount of Rs. 231 was paid to the person who had handed 
over the postal orders to the postal authority. As such, 
while the two postal orders were handed over by the bank 
management to the said workman for encashment on 3-2-1978, 
they were encashed by him on the same day, i.e., 3-2-1978 
and he had received the amount of Rs. 231 from the post 
office oji that day. However as noted abqve, the workman 
did not deposit that amount immediately in the branch of 
the bank at Bandra where he was working as a peon. 
Therefore, a letter was issued by #he agent of the bank on 
4-5-1978 (Ex. M/13) i.e. 3 months after the postal orders 
were handed over to the workman for cncasument. This 
letter stated that the two postal orders were haded over 
to that workman on 3-2-1978 for encashment, that he 
had received the amount of Rs. 231 from the post office 
on the same day, but that thd workman had not deposited 
that amount in the bank till 4-5-1978 i.e. for three months 
thereafer, and had fradulently utilized that amount, and 
hence t[ie workman was direetd to file his ‘say’ in the matter 
within a week. As such, an opportunity was given to the 
workman by the bank management to put in his ‘say’ in 
the matter before his services were terminated by the bank 
management. 

The workman filed his ‘sav’ (Ex. 29) on the same day i.e. 
4-5-1978. In that letter addressed to the Manager of the 
Bandra Branch, the workman stated thus : 

“I sincerely acknowledge my mistake, I had received 
the amount as mentioned in the Ifcnk’s letter dated 
4-5-1978 and did not handover the cash amount 
to the bank officer on the same day. I have now, 
handed over that amount to the bank officer. I 
sincerely apologise for the lapse on my part, and 
f solemnly assure that such lapse will n(\ take place 
at any time in future. Hoping to be condoned this 
time." 


Accordingly the services of the workman were terminated 
by the order dated 29-3-1979 (Ex. 18). This letter ad¬ 
dressed to the workman stated that it was decided to 
terminate his services with the bank in terms of para 
522(1) of Shastri Award with immediate effect by pay¬ 
ment uf three months’ pay and allowances in lieu 
of notice oven though that teimination docs not amount to 
retrenchment, by way of abundant caution, letrcnchment 
compensation was also being paid to him. and the necessary 
pay orders were enclosed to that letter”. It is thus quite 
clear from this letter of termination of the workman's 
services dated 29-3-1979 (E.x, 18) that the said workman 
was discharged simpliciter, and no reason was mentioned 
in that letter for termination of his services. As such that 
workman was not dismissed from services by way of punish¬ 
ment. Hence no departmental enquiry was necessary against 
him before the termination of his services. 'Ehe depart¬ 
mental enquiry was and necessary only if the workman is 
to be dismissed from the services by inflicting punishment 
upon him. However, in the present case, no such punish¬ 
ment was inflicted upon him. In this connection my atten¬ 
tion was drawn on behalf of the bank managemet to the case 
leported in 1969 11 ELI page 799 (between lata Fugg. 

and Locomotive Co. V/s, Prasad of the Supreme Court) 
wherein it was held thus : 

"The Company had two courses, cither to act under 
the Standing Order empowering it to discharge the 
employee or to take disciplinary action against h m 
and hold an enquiry. If the company had chosen 
to resort to Standing Order 47 for discharging the 
employee it would not be reasonably said that the 
company should have charged the workman with 
misconduct and held an enquiry. The fact that it 
did not hold an enquiry but resorted to exercise 
its powers of discharge under Standing Order 47 
could not render its order of discharge malaflde or 
one passed in colourable exercise of it.s powers to 
discharge the workman from service, if such power 
was properly exercised. Even if there is an in¬ 
vestigation by the employer preceding the passing 
of the order of discharge, it would be merely a 
discharge simpliciter and it would not be a puni¬ 
tive one issued for misconduct.” In that case it 
was held that the companv h d properly and Justi¬ 
fiably exercised its power to discharge its employees 
under Standing Order 47. 


Tn the other case reported in 1977 LlC 602 between S. K, 
Kadam V/s. Dadajce Bhackjee and Co. Pvt, Ltd., of the 
High Court, Bombay, it was held thus : 


As such, the workman clearly admitted his guilt on his 
part in not depositing the amount of the Postal Order in 
the bank immediately, and having retained that amount 
with him for three months, and thereafter depositing it in 
the bank. As the said workman had admitted the guilt 
on his part, the bank managetnent did not find it necessary 
to hold any departmental enquiry against him, but termi¬ 
nated his services by passing an order of discharge simpli¬ 
citer under para 522(1) of the Shastri Award, which states 
that ‘‘in cases not involving disciplinary action for mis¬ 
conduct, the employment of a permanent employee may 
be terminated by three months’ notice or on payment of 
three months’ pay and allowance in lieu of notice." Admit 
tediv three months’ pay and allowances were given to the 
workman at the time of the termination of the services. 
By way of abundant precaution the bank had also paid him 
the retrenchment compensation. 


11. Before terminating the services of the workman, the 
bank had passed the resolution on 16-3-1979 (Ex. 19). 
This resolution was thus : 

“resolved that the services of Shri S. M, S. All, Peon, 
Bandra Branch, Bombay, be terminated by wav 
of discharge simpliciter on the ground of loss of 
confidence in terms of para 22(1) of Shastrv Award 
bv making payment to him of 3 months' pay 
and allowances in lieu of notice and also to pav 
him out of abundant cautjon retrenchment com¬ 
pensation in terms of Section 25-F of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947." 


“Jn cases of misconduct, it is open for the employer 
either to hold enquiry and dismiss the employee 
by way of punishment, or discharge him and pay 
employer has a clioicc to adopt either of the 
all retrenchment benefits. The courses, provided 
action is bonafide." 

“Where the employee was discharged without enquiry 
on the ground that the employer lost confiilence 
in him, when he was found working in other’s gagare 
privately after leaving the office on false pretext, 
the order of discharge on the ground of misconduct 
was held justifiable. 

12. In the present case, llic service of the said workman 
were not terminated on the ground of his unauthorised 
absence. It is seen from the record that cvcnlhough he had 
remained ab.sent without seeking prior permissions, his 
absence was treated as bis leave and the necessary leave was 
subsequently granted to him. The workman was discharged 
from the services as eventhough he had collected the amount 
of Rs. 231, from the post office on 3-2-1978. he did not 
deposit it in the bank for throe months more. By such 
acts on the part of the bank employee, the bank customers 
lose faith in the banking administration. Therefore, as the bank 
management had lost confidence in the said workman, bis 
services were terminated by way of discharge simpliciter, 
without holding any departmental enquiry against him, as it 
was not nccssnry in the present case. The case law 
cited on behalf of the workman does not apply to the facts 
of the present case as the said workman was not dismissed 
from the services by taking a ptmitivo action against ITim. 
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Issues Nos. 1 and 2 are therefore found in the affirma¬ 
tive. 

13. ISSUES NOS. 3 AND b 

.As noted above the services of the said workman were 
terminated. A letter dated 4-5-1978 (Ex. 13) was sent 
by the agent of the bank to the workman to put his say 
regarding the nun depositing of the amount of Rs. 231 in 
the bank till that date, i.e. 4-5-1978 i.e. for 3 months after 
collecting the amounts from the post office. The workman 
by the reply dated 4-5-1978 (Ex. 14) admitted the guilt 
and the lapse on his part in not depositing that amount into 
the bank immediately and for retaining it with him for 
3 months more and tendering his apology in the matter. 

Issue Nos. 3 and b are therefore found accordingly. 

14. According to the workman, the action of the bank 
management in terminating the services of that workman and 
teiaming !he services of the other persons junior to him, is 
in conlravenlion of the provisions eontained under Section 
25-G of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. However, as 
noted above, the said workman was not retrcnchcJ as such 
from the bank services, but that his services were terminated 
by way of discharge simpliciter, Therefore, the provisions 
of Section 23-G of the Industrial Disputes Act are not attrac¬ 
ted in the present case, and the bank management did not 
commit any breach of those provisions. 

Issue No. 4 is therctorc found in the negative 

15. Issue Nos. 7 and 8 

After the said workman depjosited the amount in the bat' 
at bundia, he was trunsterred trom the Bandra Branch to 
Thana Branch. According to the workman, as he was trans¬ 
ferred from Bandra Branch to Thana Branch after the said 
incident, that incident was Ueated as closed b>' the bank 
management. However, it is not so, Tlie workman was 
transferred from one branch to other branch only on adminis¬ 
trative grounds, and not because of the bank desired to take 
no action against him. Tb.e bank had lost conlidence in 
that workman, in this connection my attention was drawn 
on behalf of the bank management to the case reported '"n 
1988 JL IN 282 between Waina Sahakari Dudh Utpaduk Pia- 
kriya Siingh Ltd. V/s. B, K. Kirloskar and Ois., of the 
Bombay High Court, wherein it was held thus : 

“As the society is run on a co-operative basis the manage¬ 
ment was right in informing the workman its con¬ 
clusion that they have lost confidence., in him on 
account of theft and an earlier incident. The bene¬ 
volent attilude adopted by the management in dis- 
chaiging the workman, instead of dismissing him, 
cannot weight the scales in his favour.” 

Therefore, for the reasons mentioned above, the action of 
the bank management in question in discharging (and not 
dismissing) the said workman from the bank's services with 
elTcct from 29-3-1979 is quite just and proper. 

Issue No. 7 is therefore found in the affirmative. As such 
the said workman is entitled to no relief. Issue No. S is 
found in the negative. 

Ifi. The following Award is therefore passed : 


AWARD 

The action of the management of Bank^of BarotH, 
Bombay, in relation to its Bandra Branch in dis¬ 
charging from service Shri Shaukatali MohamraadalL 
with effect from 29-3-1979. is just, proper and legal. 

The parties to bear their own costs of this reference. 

P, D, APSHANKAR, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 24th June, 1992 

S.O. 1935.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Govenimeiit 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal Bangaloie as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Bharat Gold Mines Ltd., K.G.F. and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government on 
the 22-6-92. 

INo. L-43012/8/89-lR(Misc,)] 
B. M. DAVID. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, B.ANGALORE 

Dated the 15th day of June, 1992 

PRESENT : 

Sri M. B, Vi'hwanath, B.Sc.,B.L., 

Presiding Ofi^er 

CENTRAL REFERENCE NO. 74189 

I Party 

P Siibramnncy 
S|o Sri Murugesh, 

Dr. No, 615|1, 

Chckkiimedu Street, 

Oorgaumpet, 

K.G.F.-563 122. 

vs. 

II Party 

The Managing Director, 

Bharath Gold Mines Ltd., 

Oorgaum, 

K.G.F, 563 120. 

AWARD 

In this reference made by the Hon'ble Central Govern¬ 
ment under Order No. L-43012|8|89-lR(Misc.) dt. 10-10-1989 
under Sec. l(XI)(2AKd) of T.D. Act, the point for deter¬ 
mination "ds per schedule is 

■‘Whether the action of the management of BGML, 
K.G.F. in retiring Sri P. S. Subramoncy, Electrical 
Fitter-I from service with effect from 1-1-89 is 
justified. If not, what relief is the said workman 
entitled to ?” 

2. In the claim statement it is contended by the T party 
workman :— 

The I party joined the service of the TI party on 
5-2-1956. The actual date of birth of the I party 
workman is 28-6-1933. However, the I party had 
not produced any document to .show that his date 
of birth is 28-6-1933 when he joined services of 
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the II party. The I party was retired by the II 
party in January 1989 on the ground that the I 
party’s date of birth was 1930. As has already 
been stated, the actual date of birth of the I party 
is not 1930, but 28-6-1933. Since the date of 
birth of the I party is 28-6-1933 hs was entitled 
to continue in service under the II party till 
28-6-1991. The I party would have completed 58 
years of age on 28-6-1991 i.e., his superannuation 
was on 28-6-1991. The II party was not justified 
in retiring the I party in January 1989 on the basis 
that the date of birth of I party was 1930. The 11 
party was not justified in superannuatiiig the I party 
on 1-1-1989. The I party has prayed for consequen¬ 
tial relief. 

3. In the counter statement the II party has admitted that 
the I party joined the services of the II party on 8-2-56 (not 
on 5-2-56). At the time the I party joined the services of 
the II party, the I party workman had deciaied his date 
of birth as 1930. So the I party attained superannuation on 
1-1-89 and so he was retired w.e.f. that date on reaching 
superannuation. The I party was 58 years and so he was 
retired on 1-1-89, after issuing the I party notice of super¬ 
annuation. The II party has correctly retired the I party 
workman. The I party is not entitled to any relief. 

4. On 27-8-90 I have stated in the order sheet that sepa¬ 
rate issues were not necessary since the point for determina¬ 
tion was covered by the schedule to the reference 

5. Let me recapitulate the case of each party. The case 
of the I party is that his date of birth is 28-6-1933 and he 
would .have reached superannuation on 28-6-1991. The case 
of the II party is that the I party at the time he joined the 
services of the U party declared his date of birth as 1930 
and so he reached supermniiution on 1-1-89. Consequently 
the I party was retired on 1-1-89. 

6 . If it is proved that the date of birth is 28-6-1933, the 
I party was entitled to continue till 28-6-1991. If this is not 
established or proved, the II party was justified in retiring 
the I party w.e.f. 1-1-1989. 

7. On behalf of the II party M.W.l Stephen. Personnel 
Manager of the II party and M.W.2 K.R.M. Reddy, Asstt. 
Personnel Manager of the II party have been examined. On 
behalf of the II party Exs.M.l to M.6 have been marked. 

8 . On behalf of the I party W.W.l Subramoney has been 
examined and Exs. W.l to W.6 have been marked. 

9. Ex.M.l is the service card of the I party. In the entry 
against column "Date of Birth’’ the date of birth mentioned 
is 1930. Below this against the entry Maistry number 1933 
is mentioned. It is argued by the Learned counsel for the 
I party that the date of birth of the I party has been 
altered by the II party from 1933 to 1930. It is difficult 
to believe this version. If the date of birth of the I party 
were in the year 1933, it would have been mentioned 
against the column date of birth. The I party now contends 
that his date of birth is 28-6-1933. It is significant to note 
that the exact date of the month and the month have not 
been mentioned. Ex.M 3 shows that the service card of the 
I party was given to the I party for P.F. calculation. ExM.3 
has been signed by the I party on 3-8-90 as admitted by him 
in his evidence in re-examination. Since Ex. M.3 has been 
signed by the I party, the argument that during the pendency 
of the reference it could not have been ^en to I party 
does not carry conviction. For the sapie. reason the argu¬ 
ment th.st Nataraj as per whose telephonic message the 
service card Ex.M 1 was handedover to I nartv has not been 
examined does not held water. There can be no 
b1’’iking the fact that on 3-8-90 the service card ExM.l was 
given to the hands of 1 party. It stands to reason, as 
contended for the II party, that the I party workman who 
was interested has done some manipulation in the service 
card ExM.l at Ex.M.l (a). 

10 BxM.2 is the original P.F. ncuniaafion form of the 
1 partv workman. This is dated 27-12-1963 Ex.M.2 Ivas 
come into existence long before the present controversy. In 


Ex.M.2 which bears the signature of the I party workman, 
the year of birth of the I party is clearly mentioned as 1930. 
If the I party’s date of birth were 28-6-1933 it would have 
been mentioned in Ex.M.2. 

11. Ex.M.5 is the zerox copy of the notification issued in 
December 1963. Ex.M.6 is the Zerox copy of the notification 
issued by the II party in April 1964. It is clear from these 
two notifications that the II party called for representations 
from the workmen to get their dates of birth altered 
by producing relevant material. It is argued by the Learned 
counsel for the I party that there is nothmg to show that 
the notifications were published m the notice Board and that 
the I party was aware of these notifications. This argument 
has no force. There is a presumption that official acts have 
been done as per rules and regulations. 

12. In the ‘B’ register Ex.M.4 the relevant entries with 

regard to I party workman are found at Ex M.4(a). ‘B’ 

register Ex.M.4 is maintained as per the Mines Act. The 
I ^arty has put his signature to Ex.M.4 at Ex.M.4(b). In 
column age, the 1 party has ^ven his year of birth as 
1930. The entiy in Ex.M.4 militates against the case of 
the I party workman. 

13. The trumpeard of the 1 party workman is the Trans¬ 
fer Certificate Ex.W.3 issued by the Head Master, Govt. 
High School for boys, Robertson Pet, K.G.F. As per 
Ex.W.3 the I party workman was studying m 8th Std. in 
Feb., 1947. The I party has discontinued his studies when 
he was in 8th Std. Of course Ex.W.3 mentions the date 
of birth of I party as 28-6-1933. It is argued by the 
Learned counsel for the 1 party workman that Ex,W.3 is a 
public document and there is a presumption that the entries 
are correct. 1 agree. But the presumption is rebuttable. It 
is highly significant and curious to note that only date of 
birth is mentioned in red fnk, while all other entries in 
Ex.W3 are in the usual blue Ink. If one has a close and 
careful look at Ex.W.3 it is obvious t,hat the I partv has 
got the entry regarding date of birth recently made. It is 
not explained why this entry regarding date of birth alone 
is in red ink while all other entries are in blue ink. ft has 
been laid down in AIR 1988 Supreme Court 1796 at page 
1806 (Birad Mai Singhvi Vis. Anand Purohit) that the 
entry contained in the Scholar’s register must be shown to 
be made on the information given by the parent^ or a 
Tierson having special knowledge about the date of birth 
of the person concerned. It is further laid down by the 
Supreme Court that merely because the documents were 
proved, it does not mean that the contents of the docu¬ 
ments were also proved. In view of the suspicious charac¬ 
ter of Ex.M.3 and the law laid down by the Supreme Court 
no reliance can be placed on Ex.W.3. 

14 There are also other circumstances which show that 
the transfer certificate Ex.W.3 cannot be relied on. As per 
Ex.W.3 date of birth of I party workman is 28-6-1933 and 
lie discontinued 8th Std. oi 3-2-1947. This means that I 
party was in 8th std. when he was 13 years old. A bright 
boy studying in 8th std. when he is 13 years in normal 
situation will not discontinue his studies. 

15. Ex W.6 is the zerox copy of the medical register entry 
relating to I party. This has been got marked through the 
T party workman, though it was produced by the IT party. 
The I party ioined the services of the II party on 8-2-1956.. 
The original of Fx.W.6 has been made on 21-1-1966. It is 
obvious that the 1 partv has been examined medically just 
prior to his joining service. In the entry aeajnst the column 
"Workmavs age”, the age of I party is given as 23 years 
old. The I partv claims that he was aged 23 years of age 
when he ioined the service of the 11 party. If, relying on 
ExW6. his age is taken a.s 23 years when he ioined the 
service, the entry in Ex. W,6 is favourable to I party work¬ 
man. But there is nothing on record to show v/hich Doctor 
made the entry a'ld under what circumstance the doctor 
entered the age of I partv workman as 23. The entry In 
Ex W.6 is not sufficient to outweigh the other ev’denCe 
which goes against the I party workman. 
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16. Jt i*! dear I'rom ihc material on record that the I 
party has slept over his claim of alteration of date of b-rth 
lor over 30 years. The Law on the point has been laid 
down by our Hon’ble High Court m ILR 1992 Karnataka 
page 554 (R, Kuppiiraj vis, Bharath Gold Mine.s Ltd,,). 
Though the Law is laid in an injunction ouit, it is appli¬ 
cable to the facta of the present reference uLo. His Lord- 
ship the Hon’blc Mr. Justice R. V. Vasanthakumar has been 
pleased to hold that the present claim of the plaintiff based 
on Erlucational Certifleate, birth extract seems ycry incon¬ 
sequential against the seitclity and authority of the time 
honoured entries in Ihc Setvlce Book which the plaintiff him¬ 
self has been accepting for more than 30 yeaia. His lord- 
ship has been plea.sed to make it clear that there should 
be overwhelming reasons to establish that the entTie,s In the 
seivice records and other documents produced by the 11 
party have been made under dubious or ergoenoiis circum¬ 
stances before upholding the claim of a party to get his 
date of birth altered. 


Port Trust and their woiKmen, which 
C.onttal Government on ihe 22-6-92 


was received by 


the 


[No. 44012/2/88-D.111(B)] 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 


ANNt'JCURF, 

BLt'ORE THE PRtSlDlNG OFFICER, PRINCIPAL 
LABOUR COURT, MADURAI 


PRESENT ; 

Thiru A. Ramamurthi, R.A., B.L., Presiding Officer. 
lliLirsdav, the 30th day of April, 1992 
ludiistiial Dispute No. 230189 


17. For the aforesaid reasons, 1 am of iipinion, the claim 
of the 1 party workman that his date of birth is 28-6-1933 
cannot he believed. 

18. The Learned counsel for tile 1 partv workman relied 
on the decision o£ our Hon’ble High Court in W.P.132S2|88 
D.D. 19-9-88 (B.G. Gangappa v|s. The K.S.R.T.C. and 
another), in this case the authorities refused to consider the 
case of the workman for alteration of date of biith even 
when he produced documents. Under these circumstances, 
his Lordship the Hon’hlc Mr. Justice Ramajois was pleased 
to direct the K.S.R.T.C. to hold an enquiry regarding the 
date of birth of the workman, This authority has no uppli- 
crdioii to the facts of the piesent reference. The Learned 
coumsel for the 1 putty has relied on the decision reudered 
hy Hon'blc Mr, Justice D P, Hiremoth in R.F.A. Nos. 163| 
83 and 266!83 D.D, 22-9-89. In this his Lordship has 
pleased to lay down that declaratory relief regarding date of 
birth is maintainahlc. This authority also has no application 
to the facts of the present reference. 

19. LL.R. 1987 Karnataka 1843 and 1979 Lab. I.C, 513 
have also laid down the employees right to get the date of 
birth coirected in a Civil Court. These authorities are not 
applicable, 

20. All other documents and evidence not referred to by 
me are not relevant. In any case they do not alter my 
conclusions reached abewe. 

ORDER 

The reference is rejected. 

Award passed accordingly rejected the reference. 

(Dictiiled to Stenographer, taken down by him, got typed, 
corrected and signed by me), 

M. B. VISHWANATH, Presiding Officer 
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The Secretary, 

The Tuticoriii Port Mariners and 
General Staff Union, 

2'-A, Pereira Street, 

Tuticoiin-628 001 


The Chairman, 
Tuticorm Port Trust, 
Tuticoi in -628 001 . 


AND 


-PetitiouerlWorkmen, 


Respondent | Management. 


This dispute coming on befou- i, 

the 20th day ot Februaiv 199>' mi ' "" 

JetitSSworlmnn'^ '^^T-csenta.ive 

, 1 ,, co,m “fSioig"" 

AWARD 

2 . The case of the petitioner i« as follows tTi*. 

Plftrins app..lnimcm 

(o.p.,np 

1 I.P edre „? S r™ K. '* ppili Ip 

promotion. At meNcnt thrri /! eljff'hle for 

.;3 L 


New Delhi, the 241h June, 1992 

S.O. 1936.—-Tn pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
heieby publishes the award of the Labour Court, Madurai 
as shown in the Anne.vurc in the Industrial Dispute between 
the employers in lelaiion to the management of Tuticorm 


Dc^par ,;„ :‘Tt ti e in Pon ^^‘‘nne 

t Z 

of Sukkani'have* been upl^inTed^dirSy’'^ the cadre 
precedent that an Assist^^ Tute^ wK'ha?Z" ctying 
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out the duties, and lesponiibililics of the post of Turner 
was paid the lurner wages. Thiru Abubuckcr is also per¬ 
forming the duties of tool Room Keeper for the last 10 
years. One Sri Velayuthara now working as Tool Room 
weeper was appointed violating the rules and regulations. He 
was not sponsored by the Employment Exchange. He was 
not (inalificd for the post. Both Thiru Abubucker and 
Velayulham appeared tor the mteiview but Thiru Velayutham 
was selected There shall be equality of oppoitimity for all 
t.itizens in matters relating to employment or appomt- 
ment to any Olfice. The action of the Management in deny¬ 
ing the promotion to an eligible employee is not justified. As 
such, Thiru Abubucker has to be promoted to the post of 
Tool Room Keeper with retiospcctivc effect with arrears of 
pay etc. 

4. The Respondent filed n Counter admifled fliat the 
petitioner union raised a demand for appointment to the 
post of Tool Room Keeper Thuu Abubuckcr. But the 
statement that Thiim Abubuckcr was performing the duties 
and responsibilities of the post of Tool Room Keeper is 
inconect us he worked only us a Khulusi. According to tho 
provisions contained in the Recruitment Regulations, 1979, 
the post of Tool Room Keeper has to be filled up By 
promotion from the post of Storeman with 3 years experience 
in the grade after appointment thereto on a regular basis 
failing which by direct recruitment. Eor direct recruitment 
to the post of Tool Room Keeper, the educational qualifica¬ 
tion is Matriculation or its equivalent and about 2 years 
experience in a Workshop or Stores. As there was no eligible 
candidate in the fecdei post of Storeman, direct recruit¬ 
ment was resorted to during June, 86. The Enrployment 
Exchange was addressed to sponsor candidates and along diitln 
them, applications from departmental candidates were also 
culled for. Thiru Abubucker also applied. But tire maximum 
age limit was 30 ycais and as he was 31, he was not 
qualified and not considered. However, dining July, S"/. 
when a post of litter was filed up by direct recruitment Thiru 
Abubucker was alstt considered as a departmental candidate, 
since tho maximum age Emit for the post of fitter was relax¬ 
ed upto 35 years. 4 Candidates sptinsored by the Employ¬ 
ment Exch&ngc and 10 departmental candidates .satisfied the 
recdiitment rules tor the Trade Test, were called for. Tn 
the Trade Test, Thiru Abubucker failed and he was not. selec¬ 
ted. Promotion can be given only if the candidate fulfils the 
conditions prescribed under the Recruitment Rules. Thiru 
Abubuckcr was not working in the Feeder Category and he 
was also not eligible for tlie direct rccru'tmcnt as he was 
over-aged. The case of the Assistant Turner cannot bo 
considered, It is not correct to state that Thiru Velayutham 
was not sponsored by the Employment Exchange. The peti¬ 
tioner is not entitled to the relief as prayed for and as such, 
it has to be dismissed. 

4, The Points that arise for consideration are —■ 

(1) Whether the demand of the Tuticorin Port Mariners 

and General Staff Union, Tuticorin on the Manage¬ 
ment of Tuticorin Port Tmst for promotion of Sri 
Abubuckcr, KhaJasi as Tool Room Keeper is justi¬ 
fied ? 

(2) Whether the objection raised by the Management is 

proper and correct ? 

<3) To what relief 7 

5. Points 1 to 3,—'The Petitioner Union has raised a dis¬ 
pute in respect of tho promotion of Sri Abubuckcr. Khalasi 
as a Tool Room Keeper, The promotion of Tool Room 
Keener was continuouslv denied to Thiru Abubucker. Accord¬ 
ing to the Union, there arc 18 sanctioned posts in the cadre 
or Tool Room Keeper. It is also not in dispute that the 
recruitment rule for the post of Tool Room Keeper provides 
for the psomotion with persons having 3 years experience in 
the grade of Storeman can be considered. Tlie feeder post 
for the storeman is Khalasi. As per tho recruitment rule for 
the promotion of Storeman, a Khalasi with 3 years experience 
in vStores is eligible for the said promotion. Thiru Abubucker 
is possessing the lequired qualification and he is a senior Tnan 
in the cadre already performing the duties and responsibilities 
to the post of Tool Room Keeper for the last 10 years in 


the field wolkshoD- lie being the senior most Khalasi having 
the icquircd qualilicalion has to be promoted to that post 
with retorspective eftecl and also with monetary condition. 

6. The Respondent admitted that the said Thiru Abubtieker 
IS wot king as a Khalasi and he was not performing the 
duties and icsponsibililies of the piost of Tool Room Keepea 
'I he Rules for the promotion of Tool ftjjom Keeper as stateil 
by the Union is also admitted. As there was no eligible 
candidate in the Feeder Post of .storeman for promotion to 
the post of Tool Room Keepei, employment exchange was 
addressed in June, 1986. Applications trom deparimcntal 
candidates were also called for. Thiru Abubuckcr also applied 
lor the .post of Tool Room Keeper. But this being a direct 
leci'uilment, the maximum age limit was 30 years. But Thiru 
Abubucker was 31 yeats old and hence he was not consi¬ 
dered. However, during July, 1987 for the post of E’itter, 
Thiru Abubucker was also considered as a departmental c.m- 
didaio along with other candidates sponsored py the Employ¬ 
ment Exchange. In the Trade Test, Thiru Abubuckcr failed 
and he was not selected. Promotion can bo gfven only if 
a candidate fulfils the conditions prescribed in the Rccniil- 
ment Rule. As sucb, the petitioner is not entitled to the 
relief 

7. Thiru Abubucker examined himself as W.W, 1 and re¬ 
iterated the averments made m the claim petition. He was 
denied the promotion of Tool Room Keeper. However, per¬ 
sons with less quahtic.'ition were recruited. He can be re¬ 
el uiled even for a direct vacancy. He is competent enO'Ugh 
to be promoted as a Tool Room Keeper. Tliere is no oral 
evidence on the side of the Respondent. 

8. Exs. W. 1 to W. 12 were marked on the side of the 
Petitioner. Ex. W. 1 rclattis to the duties and rcspon.sihiIitics 
of Tool Room Keeper. Ex W. 2 is the recruitment rule 
for Tool Room Keeper. Ex. W. 3 is the Believing Order of 
Thiru Abubucker. Exs. W. 4 and W, 5 are the orders calling 
for the interview to the post of Tool Room Keeper, Ex. 
W. 6 is a grievance letter submitted by the workman to the 
Management. Fx. W, 7 is a reply given by the Management, 
Ex. W. 8 is a letter v/iitten by the Union to the Assistant 
Commissioner of Labour. Ex. W. 9 is the Minutes of the 
conciliation proceeding. Ex. W. 10 is a letter written by 
the Union to the Assistant Commissioner of Labour, Ex, 
W. 11 is the copy of the letter written by the Assistant 
I abonr Commissioner, Ministry of Labour, Ex. W. 12 seiies 
are the documents of evidence for having peiformed the job 
of Tool Room Keeper by Sri Abubuckeg, 

9. Exs, M. 1 to M. 4 were marked on the side of the 
Management, Ex, M, 1 is the extract from the first page of 
Service Book relating to Thiru Abubuckcr. Ex. M. 2 is 
the lecruitmcnt rule for the post of Tool Room Keeper. 
Ex. M. 3 lelates to tho duties and responsibilities for tho 
post of Tool Room Keeper. Ex, M. 4 is the recruitment 
rule for the post of Fitter. 

10. It is clear from the evidence of W.W, I that he had 
been working as a Khalasi since June, 1979'. He had passed 
S.S.L.C. He had also 3 years experience in the Fitter line. 
He applied for promotion for the post of Tool Room Keeper 
in 1983 as well as in 1986 but he was not promoted. Persons 
with less qualification and experience were recruited for 
the post of Tool Room Keeper. Eor the purpose of this 
case, it is relevant to point out that this Court cannot sit 
over the selection of a person for the pixst of Tool Room 
Keeper after conducting proper interview. The only question 
that has to be considered is whether the demand of the worker 
Thiru Abubuckcr for his promotion as a Tool Room Keeper 
is justified? or not 7 

II It is admitted by both sides that there are 18 sanctioned 
posts of Tool Room Keeper. Tho recruitment rule for the 
post of Tool Room keeper piovides foi piomotion and per¬ 
sons having 3 years experience in tho grade of Storeman which 
is only feeder post to the post of Tool Raam Keeper. How- 
ev'er. the feeder post for the post of storeman is a Khalasi. 
As per the recruitment rule for the promotion of Storemen, 
a Khalasi with 3 years experience in Stores is eligible for 
promotion. No doubt the Union stated that Thiru Abubucker 
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is possessing the required qualification as per the recruitment 
rule and he is aheady perturmmg the duties and responsibili¬ 
ties of the post of Tool Room Keeper, foir the last 10 year* 
in the field workshop. The burden is upon the union to 
substantiate the same. W.W.l in the course of cross-examtoar 
tion admitted that there is no order dircctmg him to look 
after the work of lool Room Keeper. There is absolutely 
no record to show that he was actually doing the duties and 
responsibilities of the Tool Room Keeper for the last 10 years. 
If really he was doing rhe same work for the last 10 years, 
he could have demanded the wages for the same. No doubt 
Ex. W'12 senes were pressed into service; but m view of the 
admission made by W.W.l, I am of the view that the con¬ 
tention has not been substantiated. Moreover, the feeder post 
for the promotion of Tool Room Keeper is only a storeman. 
Thiru Abubucker has not been promoted as a Storeman. Pre¬ 
sently, Thiru Abubucker wants himself to be promoted as a 
Tool Room Keeper without working as a Storeman there^ 
claiming double promotion. It is also admi'tled that the 
der post for the Storeman is only a Khalasi and presently, 
the said Thiru Abubucker is working only as a Khalasi and 
he is drawing only the pay of the Khalasi. It can be said that 
the demand of Thiru Abubucker, for his promotion as a 
Storeman can be proper and legitimate out but not the claim, 
of the Tool Room Keeper, During 1983 as well as 1986 
Thiru Abubucker was not selected for valid and proper 
reason and moreover, it cannot be a subject matter of an m- 
dustrial dispute, Even if Thiru Abubucker has got the re¬ 
quisite qualification to hold the post of Tool Room Keeper, 
he should be first promoted as a Storeman and after 3 years 
experience only, he is eligible for the post of Tool Room 
Keeper. Taking into consideration of the service as well as 
the qualification possessed by the affected worker. I am of the 
view that he is a fit person to be promoted as a Storeman 
and his demand for promotion as a Tool Room Keeper is not 
justified. Hence these points are answered accordingly. 

12. In the result, an Award is passed holding that the de¬ 
mand of the Union for promotion of Thiru Abubucker, Khar 
Iasi as a Tool Room Keeper is not justified : but he is en¬ 
titled to be promoted as a Storeman. There will be no order 
as to costs. 

Dictated to the Steno-typist, transcribed by her and correc¬ 
ted by me, this the 30th day of April, 1992. 

THIRU A. RAMAMURTHl, Presiding Officer - 

List of Witnesscss examined. 

By the Petitioner ;— 

W.W.l—Thiru S.S.G. Abubucker, 

By the Respondent :—■ 

^Nil- 

List of Documents filed. 

By the Petitioner 

Ex, W,1 19-1-80,—^Extract-Duties and Responsibilities oI 
Tool Room Keeper. 

Ex. W.2 .—Recruitment Rules for Tool Room 

Keeper. 

Ex. W,3. 23-6-79.—Relieving Order. 

Ex, W.4. 5-12-83,—Order for appearing interview for the 
post of Tool Room Keeper. 

Ex. W.5. 21-6-86 —Order for appearing interview for the 
post of Tool Room Keeper, 

Ex, W.6 21-6-86.—Grievances letter submitted by the 
workmen to the Management of TuticofTh Port 
Trust. 

Ex. W.7. 19-7-86.—Reply given by the Management, 
Tuticorin Port for the Workmen grievances dated 
23-6-86. 

Ex. W.8. 5-3-88.—Union letter to the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner. 

1726 Gf/92—9, 


Ex. W.9. 28-10-88.—Minutes of Conciliation ProcQpdlag. 

Ex, WIO. 14-9-88.—Union letter to Assistant Labour 
Commissioner, 

Ex. W.ll. 29-11-89.—Copy of letter written by A.L.C 
to the Ministry of Labour. 

Ex. W.12.—Documents of evidence for having 

performed the job of Tool Rortn Keeper by Shri 
S.S.G. Abubucker, Khalasi in Tuticorin Port Tniat. 

By the Respondents 

Ex. M.l.—Extract of first page of Servico 

Book. 

Ex. M.2.—Recruitment rules for the post of 

Tool Room Keeper. 

Ex. M.3.—Duties and Responsibilities for the 

post of Tool Room Keeper etc,. 

Ex. M.4.—Recruitment rules for the post of 

Fitter. 

qi feHf, 2 9 SR, 199 2 

^ sn 1937 —1.947 (l947 W 
14) ^ EIRl 17 ^ ’TtftTufr 

I'Ti ♦ ffsrefitifTSRr ^ 

it faftw fsrxra it itiiifisT ?r< fut, srfe' 

IRW, ff. 2, ^ 4!t iRtfr 4:ririr rrfUirf 

vl 26-6-9 2 Tf SM JBl qi I 

[twi —3601 l/l/89--Wlf, J 

^0 ql-o 4to ^R'r, arwutiTl 

New Delhi, the 29th June, 1992 

S.O. 1937.—^In putsuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal No, 2, BOMBAY as shown in the Aimexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Mormugao Port Trust Goa and their 
workmen which was received by the Central Government 
on the 26-6-92), 

[No, L-36011/l/89-IR(Misc)] 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2, AT BOMBAY 

PRESENT ; 

Shri P. D. Apshankar, Presiding Officer. 

REFERENCE NO. CGIT-2/21 OF 1989 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Mormugao 
'Port Trust, Goa. 

AND 

Their Workmen 

APPEARANCES ; 

For the Employer.—Shri K. J. Prcsswala Advocate 
For the Workmen.—Shri E. O, Mendes Advocate 
INDUSTRY : Port & Docks. STATE ; Goa, 

Bombav, the 1st June, 1992 
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Itas 11 tiuaif eAvvttinew bf* L469l\ f} / 

89 IR'X! ) dated 26-7-1989 have refeMSfr l^lowuiR in- 

&'a' <« 


^orm^gao 
tjgulilising 
tvto Naik in 
fl-1983 is 


V hethcr th? action o| the ipanagement ( 

R-rFTSsft Morftiug&q mtb^, tiO 

OT S?Sllri Aritai NaA apd 1 

^rle ^osts of pittirs <0ecfliealF\i^fe.f. - 

.notified ? Tf not. what relief at? tlje^ sa^ workmen 
tr titled to 

^le se ttf the 'tiid two wofkntbfl Shri^l^l^o “Niuk 
and 'i)tm Naik as disclosed from the statement cT claim. 

f ix Zl i.!e<i on their ^l^lf the Geheral Secretary. Goa 
brt Employees Union, in sh^ i^ thtNS : 

Shii Havjo Ni^ib initially appointed a Khalasde in 
JrfhiTarv 19‘Wj ./ai w?s S^stgd j® the iwmntenance 
Section of the ‘Engineering (Civil) Department. Shri 
“irjpn Naik i^rt*8k apffoiatecL as a Khilaatt* on 
i7-11-19k 3 and was posted in the Water iSn^iply Sec¬ 
tion of the Engineering (Civil) Department. The 
r xecutive Engineer and the Assistant Executive F.n- 
I'lpeer had asked the said two wcsrkmen Shri Havlo 
N.iik and Arinn Naik to Work in the two vacant 
rc^ts of Fitter (Electrical) a} the Sewage Treatment 
PL.nt, and were -fuffter tcfld that they werb to he 
piopioted ip t)K said posts. Accordingly the said 
v n workmen were employed in the said two vacapt 
Tits of Fitlef (Efectrican at the Sewage Treatment 
Pl.iijt w<tb effect’ ifrony 28-11-19*83 alongwfth “^v6 
other employees of the post of Fiftpr (Electri<a^ 
One of those two regular fitters retired from service 
sometime in 1985 As ihtt vaewey wa« nQt tilted 
■n the said two workmen and one more fitter 
(Flectrical) were looking after the work of tha't re- 
11 ed person. When the said two workmen were asked 
*o work in the Sewage Treatment Plant, fhev were 
told that they should acquire the necessary (Electri- 
c ill qulffleation for Aeir services being regularised 
in the vacant post of fitter (Electrical) in the Sewage 
' f’ itment Plant Aecordinglv Shri Ariun Naik cot 
ihe diffteifta m "Eiecfncian course from the Indian 
TechsioaJ fnstknte is Angroi, 19*3 Shri ftavlo l^alk 
alsM got similar dipiotea frpm the isame InstHntt 
m Apni 19*5. 

! 'old to ihe s^ twq wprkmm by the manageMent 
. Aioiitiii^tio Port Tru^ that ttte two vacant posts of 
i m;?c(IIcal) w^ put downgFatted snd were to he w- 
ighnfSJ 'Assistant Fitter (Electrical) with a vi®v lo a<»ein- 
modate them This assurance was given to them in the 
yew 1984 Aeooj-djBg^ the Avo vacant posts of fitter (Elec¬ 
trical) vie'e downgraded. Thpse two workmen then asked 
to-appear an ifttervrew b«ore the Departmental Promo¬ 
tion Conmn tee in the year 1985, and accordingly they ap- 
i3ir interview, and they were the only two can- 
ippearing for that interview. However the man-, 
d.ie Mormugfto Poit Trust continued engaging the' 
'i; said 2 worikinen in'the tWo vacant posts of 
1 - il) in the Sewage Treatment Plant without re^ 
guiansing t uii services in the said two vacant posts. The 
two \\r sir»n theraafttff ref^^egfntipBS to the Head of 
their de>' i i;nt for'lhe re'gularfsation of tlieir services How- 
fve,'- 'he I eci-est was sot cehsMered hy the management. 

i'J.strial Dispute wac raised before the Assistant 
rmissioner (Central) Vasco-de-Gama As there 
1 ise from the management, the union gave .a 
' Ae on 24-10-1988 under Ifection 22(1) oT the 
Tndi'sH'. i 1' sputes Act. for the purposes of the regularizatiBn 
of the ve- , of the said tWe-Workmen. Prior to that strike 
notice O', 'loimugao porjt Tw®! Management without any 
notice to workmen or to the union changed the recruit¬ 
ment I iC.erse to the infeiests of the sa'd two ^^ 5 %flcmen 
and can.e '“d the previous opder downgrading the two va¬ 
cant n«sjs 'ts'm fitter fEteotried) to Assistant AtOr tEIectric&l) 
of r'le Treafmept Plant. The »aid tw^ have 

been workras hi thP ^fd 'posTs of fittejs (gjecftjcal) smee . 
19S3 in the Swage Treatment Plant, aiM 4he'r VOfk ' 
foimd ‘nt'vfictory How.eyer their were not regu¬ 

larised hi ill" ’'tofmtfgao’Port Trust, Management Therefore 



pccircd fi I 
d'dates the 
agep^t 01 
services r 
littei (fcic.*' 


Hence eii 
Laboiii 
was no 
noEct oi 



i^ijl^is^ t^ s»cfis 
lopUt foi^er tihd« spn^ 


ti* iMWbtr' 

tfttaP'" 

^fof ®|a| 

ult, %».»eftter»^A**t«at Sceretaty of -the Mormtigsfo Port 
Tna* W hfe Writteti SntsStaent 3J iqofttested' the sdid 
dfflm,.(^4Me4iitd©B, ftitFte tirtatence fconten^ thus ; 

'■ ■fhe’WwB^Tr^lSKad Wsnd m question was «sign^ 
otj |^nj»>|aiy bigis to the (Kvii Bngiaeerkig depsiW 
iBJilt tqi?.QP«f«tiPn. Howes«o the two posts of fit- 
Ms va^t as there ms-no eto^We person 

ite 1& toPSS ffc®ee tlie two wofk- 

int,augjtfftn Shri itejan Jtfaik »*d ^*irt Hath* 
who- ymei »**king as Khaitasi m the Chdl 
D^KtOKhl, iretiaested fo d^erk 
^ ^ jtemga Trefiioeat Blanfc As per recruits 
rpfcis, the irf the ^er ^let^leal) wa? a 
post ^ Biomottea which w«s reqaiied 4* he hHed m 
'fre^ the ■of AssMaot WIremen, A^Stant 

Ca^'lciaKtr ets. hirang ai^rt 5 yeafs* training 
i\' tfte isaite ptr fejynig as. Appreitti£«sbip certfflt^te 
iss^ SUder m: d^wentioeship Act. » Was not posr 
siWe fo.rffsl«ri?e the appoirnments of the swff work- 
pen Jhe^-fBttWlif wwkihg as Khalasi to the post 
of ^^rs fl^eiRtriqai^ as in kh» iMirn«i} oowse in ’fte 
QVd jppiBeermg Departiheia, otne^wed einidoyhes 
nrsdy he protneifed is Asstikaiff Utters, drtd 
tJwrf^ftf* W09ld he ptomotod lo- the posts of fitter 
Thpri^^ die tegtdariking flte seiwfc4% of the daid 
tw f^rs (Etecftdcal) dirtcfly ft«tn the 
of wotdd wHOBOt to gidhig Htem a 

bauble and thm wontd ^fdot adversely 

the ^rvice conditions of the other employees, Md 
woifl^ 4*we hs»ra*t aninp^ them Therisfoih, with 
^ vigW >0 db ':fcstice lo ite Raid two w^kmen -wdrl^t 
mg f^J^asees, the Cbietf llp?ineer by 118 iettht 
f^d t3-fi>}9f4 -granted peri»is«toh fo operate iffie 
two posts of fitters (Flectrical) as Assistant Fitters. 

5. TJie A^tapgso pan Tnist Management forfher conten¬ 
ded thus : 

The Chief Engineer then conducted a trade test, and the 
flames -fif Hfe striB two workmen ajpeared m the list 
of persons who passed that test. However, m the 
meantime the Mormheafii'Aeet asd fiattwhy Wor¬ 
kers' union objected to that procedure stating that the 
posts of fitter (Electrical) were 'c^rajSd 

and filled m by the office of the Chief Mechanical 
Engineer from tB^Tewifer‘pdsf'oT Assistant Winders 
etc. In view of that allegation of .&e ubiqb, tthe 
order downgrading the post of fitter (Electric^) and 
operating the same as Assistant Fitter was ’wdtHdrawn 
by the management, an^ the tecruitment rules for 
the post of ^fitter flfflectncal) were amended to in¬ 
clude the category of linesmen and .PVlt® operates 
having the ITI or 5 years’ traming m the grade 
as FSSte for prosootum to the post of Fitter 

(Electrical). By the same on^ ihe Sewage ^lant was 
retransferred from Civil Engineering Department to 
file Mechanical EnpmeSrfeg Department The orders 
for filling the posts of Fitter (Electrrcal) as per the 
amended lecruifpept rules were issaed by the ofder 
dated 14-1-19*8 tlffWeVei, with a view to see that 
no tnpjsticfr ^ 4(MJe to the two Ba»StoMs in question 
i.e iSiri Arfun Nqik and Hivlo TSiaifc tlwy were 
requested by the Chief Engineer to apply for the 
PKrtt at lAgaisSarrt iFttler dS^rter ^Supply & Gendral) 
by the circular daSM 18-11-4988, ai^ 'they were 
further assured that in case th^ Rag^d" ^e t^de 
best Mnd' ijn "'daSe they Ipad t^e rcflycui^ ^niority 

ai«<«gst f»! «^cte^‘'caliai(tt*fe they would be rav- 
ourably considered while fllling-up the six vacant 
posts ^dhe As^isfaat Fittetp^CH^er Supply* Gbne- 
iS; <»P #«fka?*a ntfused tc 

apply for the said two posts within'^ ttescribed 
period. Even then the said two employees were 
M^m a chamfe to '-a^ly for Hiote posts 
after the particular date was over, hat they refusec 
to apply This offer was given to the said two work- 
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men even during the conciliation proceedings before 
the Assistant Labour Commissioner in February, 
1989, However the said two worJtmen did not com 
sider the request and suggestions of the Mormugao 
Port Trust Management, Therefore, the two work¬ 
men ate not entitled to any relief and are not en¬ 
titled to the icgularisation of their services as litters 
(Electrical) with effect from 28-11-1983. The 
Mormugao Port liust Management therefore lastly 
prayed for the rejection of the prayer of the umon. 

6. Issues framed at Ex, 4 are ; 

Cl) Whether the action of the management of Mormugao 
Port Trust, Mormugao Harbour, in not rcgnlurising 
tba services of SyShri Arjun Naik, aad Shri Havlo 
Naik in the posts of Titters (Elocfrical) with effect 
from 28-11-1983 is justified ? 

( 2 ) If not. what relief are the said workmen entitled to? 

(3) What Award ? 

7 My findings on the said Issues are. 

U) Yes. 

issue does not survive. 

(3) Award as per below. 

REASONS 

8. The workman Shri Arjun Naik filed his affidavit (Ex. 5) 
in support of his case, and he was cross-examined on behalf 
of the management. No oral evidence was led on behalf of 
the Mormugao Port Trust Management. The said workman 
slated aad admitted in his cross-c.\amination thus ; 

“My present designation is as a Khalasi. 1 got ttic dip¬ 
loma in electrical front private Institute, and not 
from a Government recognized Institute. The pro. 
motion above the rank of a Khalasi is of Assistant 
fitter, and thereabove is the promotion to the post of 
a titter. A circular was issued in 1988 by the Chief 
Engineer that Khal'.isis could apply for selection 
to the post of Assistant Fitter (Water Supply) or 
Assistant (h'tter (General), I did not apply for the 
post mentioned in the circular, X was not told by 
the any officer to apply for that post. 1 cotilS have 
applied for that post if I so desired. (I say that in 
the past in March 1985 I had applied for that po.st, 
and I was selected. However, I was not promoted). 
As I referred my dispute to my union. I did not 
again appl^ for that post in 1988. I am not prepared 
to accept the post of Assistant EUtcr, if offered, I 
claim (he post of Electrical Fitter. I do not know 
about the recruitment rules and the necessary quali¬ 
fication for the post of Filter (Electrlcai). f cannot 
state if I am not qualified for the post FitfFr (Elec- 
Irical).” 

9. The said workman admitted in his crosa-examinatlon that 
his present designation is Khalasi. As such, his s^vices can¬ 
not be tegulariscd as a fitter (Electrical). Further, the two 
workmen in question are the employees of the EngincciinK 
(2ivil Department. Therefore, they are not entitled to promo¬ 
tion to the post of fitter (Electrical), and as such, their ser¬ 
vices cannot be tegulariscd as filters (Electrical). At the most, 
they are entitled to the piomotioS of the posts of Assistant 
fitters first, and then to the posts of fitters (simpliciter) and 
not to the posts of fitters (electrical). Further, the said two 


workmen got their diploma in electrical science. From a 
private Institute, and not from the Government recognized 
Institute, Therefore, they arc not entitled, us per rules, to the 
promotion of fitters (electrical;, and hence, their services 
cannot be tegulariscd as such. 

10. The two workmen m question were working in the 
Civil engineering department. The sewage treatment plant In 
question was tiansfcrrcd to the civil engineering department, 
as contended by the management, purely on a temporary basis. 
According to the management, in case the two workmen would 
have been promoted from the posi.< of Khalasis directly toi 
the posts of fitters (electrical) permanently, that would have 
caused imicst amongst the other employees, and hence, those 
posts were downgraded to the posts of Assistant Fitters. This 
contention of the management is quite acceptable fo md. An 
opportunity was given to the two workmen twice to apply 
for the posts of Assistant fitters (Water Supply and General). 
However, the workmen themselves did not avail of those op¬ 
portunities. Therefore, the action of the Mormugao Port 
Trust Management in not regiilansing the services of the two 
workmen in question as filters (Electrical) with effect from 
28-11-1983, is quite just, legal, and proper. Hence, the fol¬ 
lowing Award is passed. 

AWARD 

The action of the management of Mormugao Port Trust, 
Mormugao Harbour, in not regularising the services of S/ 
Shri Arjun Naik and Havlo Naik in the posts of Fitters 
(Electrical) with effect tiom 28-11-1983 is just. legal and 
proper. 

The parties to bear their own costs of this Reference, 

P. D, APSHANKAR, Presiding Officer 

4^ fc't t, 30 , 19 9 2 
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am 5 BTsT sRpa uT^q) arittifpT %qrhi qtTTT, 

m qqirfiTq Pimr q fmjqiT ^Iifraqr «fr sff. 5r£n.?Tq7r 

T4 3 up, 1992 % fqn isffjRTnt qrsfr, qm % ahffiqq q 
qiqqtqV ffwi, mtiq % ^Tstf *Piqf qir qtrq % fapr 
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New Delhi, (he 30th June. 1992 

S.O. 1938.—In exercise of Ihc powers conferred by Section 
5 of the Emigration Act, 1983 (31 of 1983), the Central 
Government hereby authoi ises Shri V. Jayaraman, Assistant 
Director in the office of Labour Bureau Madras to perform 
all functions of Protector of Emigrants, Madras in the Office 
of Protector of Emigrants, Madras on 3rd June, 1992. 

[F. No, A-22012/I/92-Emig.] 
R. K. GUPTA, Under Secy. 
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